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By the President of Saskatchewan Co-operative Producers Limited 


Since its inception the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool has devoted its 
efforts toward the achievement of a balanced and stable agricultural 
economy in Western Canada. This goal will be realised only when the 
uncertainties of production and distribution have been eliminated. 

I am sure the pioneers of our province must look back with pride 
on their past accomplishments. In the short space of fifty years we have 
seen our agricultural economy developed to the place where Saskatchewan 
is known and respected throughout the world for the quality of its food 
production. 

During recent years Canadian farmers have played a leading role 
in organizing the agricultural producers of the world. Through policies 
of food distribution such as the International Wheat Agreement, 
promoted by organized farmers, we in Western Canada have achieved a 
stability of wheat marketing hitherto unknown. It will be our task in 
the years ahead to develop new agencies of distribution and improve 
those which we have already built. 

As these agencies develop, however, I believe we will be required to 
increase our production far beyond its present level to meet the increased 
consumer demand that will result from policies of international orderly 
marketing. This objective can only be met by continuous research, and 
cooperative activities such as the annual Wheat Pool program of 
scientifically conducted cereal variety tests. The results of the projects 
undertaken during the 1950 season are contained in this booklet. It is 
our hope that the information provided will assist farmers in selecting 
those varieties which are most suitable for use in their districts. 

The Wheat Pool organization is proud to have associated with it in 
this work, the young people of rural Saskatchewan. Our junior CO' 
operators have always shown a willingness to do more than their share 
toward the success of each testing project. Their enthusiasti ccO'Operation, 
without which we could not continue these tests, is an inspiration to all 
of us. On behalf of the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool organization, it is 
my privilege to express our gratitude to all those who took part in the 
projects during 1950. 


J. H. Wesson. 
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T HIS booklet contains a summary of the results of 332 Junior Co-operative Variety 
Tests conducted by the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool during 1950. Assistance in 
planning and supervising the tests was given by the University of Saskatchewan. 
The individual tests were seeded and cared for by young men and women throughout 
the province. These young people were chosen for the work by Wheat Pool delegates. 
Some of them were experienced test supervisors and others were taking part in the 
project for the first time. 

The following table shows the type of tests conducted and the number of each: 


Project 

No. of 
Individual 
Tests 

Varieties Used 

Wheat. 

191 

Thatcher, Lee, Redman, Rescue and 
Saunders* 

Hannchen, Montcalm, Moore and Vantage. 

Thatcher wheat. Fortune oats, Montcalm 
barley, Dakota flax. 

Barley. 

71 

Crop Comparison... 

70 

♦Only four varieties were used in each wheat test. Rescue was included in the tests in 
Cereal Variety Zones 1A to 2F, where sawfly resistance is an important characteristic. It was 
replaced by Saunders in tests throughout Cereal Variety Zones 3A to 4B. (See zone map, page 33) 


The wheat and barley projects were summarized for comparison on a yield per 
acre basis with several other important characteristics given consideration. The results 
are given for individual tests, and in addition, are summarized according to cereal 
variety zones. The section of the booklet dealing exclusively with wheat tests begins on 
page 9. The barley section begins on page 40. 

The crop comparison project conducted during 1950 was planned as the final test 
in a three-year program to determine the relationship, on a cash-value-per-acre basis, 
between the four major spring crops grown in Saskatchewan. Projects of this type 
were conducted during 1948 and 1949, and a considerable amount of data has been 
assembled and published on the results. During 1950, however, the tests were badly 
frozen. Because of the variation in ripening time the frost affected each crop in a different 
way, depending upon its stage of development when the frost occurred. Thus, while 
the results of individual tests are of some interest, it is felt that cash-value comparisons 
and zone summaries under these conditions would be misleading. The Crop Comparison 
section of the booklet, therefore, contains only a brief introductory paragraph and a 
summarization of the individual results of the tests. This section begins on page 54. 

DESCRIPTION OF TESTS 

A diagram of the wheat test appears on page 6. Twenty rows were sown, allowing 
for five replicates of each variety. The rows were 161 feet in length and were placed 18 
inches apart. For protection purposes, an extra buffer row was placed at each end of the 
test and the entire project was surrounded by a winter wheat border. 

The barley tests were sown in a similar manner. Each test consisted of sixteen plots 
of two rows each. The rows, each 16 J feet in length, were placed 1 foot apart. The 
sixteen plots allowed for each of the four varieties to be replicated four times throughout 
the test. One of the rows in each plot was used for testing purposes while the other 
served as a protection to the test row. For additional protection the entire test was sur¬ 
rounded by a winter wheat border. 

The crop comparison tests consisted of sixteen plots of four rows each. The rows 
were 16 £ feet in length and were sown 1 foot apart. The two centre rows of each plot 
were harvested for yield and the two outside rows were used for protection and segre¬ 
gation. The entire test consisted of sixty-four rows and was surrounded by a winter 
wheat border. 
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Crude Protein 



Wheat Pool 


(calculated at 13.5% moisture basis) 


District & 






Subsist. 

Supervisor Address 

Thatcher 

Redman 

Lee 

Rescue 

Saunders 



% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

8-3 

Walter H. Lumb, Duff.. 

13.5 

13.7 

14.1 

— 

13.4 

8-3 

Edwin Mitrenga, Melville. 

13.9 

13.5 

15.4 

— 

13.5 

8-4 

Gerald Smerchynski, Yorkton. 

14.6 

14.2 

16.5 

— 

14.4 

8-5 

Donald Berndt, Veregin. 

13.6 

13.2 

14.7 

— 

13.5 

8-6 

ianne and Paul Prokopiuk, Burgis.... 

12.0 

11.0 

12.8 

— 

11.3 

8-6 

Metro Walchuk, Amsterdam. 

12.4 

12.1 

13.6 

— 

12.6 

8-7 

Bill Samchuk, Rama. 

13.2 

12.8 

14.8 

— 

12.7 

8-9 

Leventine Ochitwa, Norquay. 

13.4 

13.4 

14.3 

— 

13.5 

8-10 

Allan A. Lister, Pelly. 

12.1 

11.8 

14.3 

— 

12.5 

9-1 

Wilma E. Eyre, Ituna. 

14.4 

13.3 

13.9 

— 

13.3 

9-2 

Robert J. Nesbitt, Cupar. 

14.6 

15.0 

16.3 

— 

14.5 

9-2 

Clifford W. and Edward C. N. Beckett, 







Enid. 

15.2 

15.3 

16.2 

15.1 

— 

9-3 

Ernest Orban, Punnichy. 

14.6 

14.5 

14.9 

— 

14.2 

9-3 

William L. Parlee, Kelliher. 

15.7 

15.4 

16.2 

— 

15.1 

9-4 

Ronald H. Frizzell, Strasbourg. 

14.3 

14.3 

14.5 

14.7 

— 

9-6 

Kenneth N. Rockel, Lanigan. 

16.6 

16.2 

17.7 

16.2 

— 

9-6 

Robert F. Edwards, Nokomis. 

15.8 

15.8 

16.6 

15.8 

— 

9-7 

Ronald A. Moar, Semans. 

13.2 

13.5 

13.9 

13.3 

— 

9-8 

Norman Stuike, Jansen. 

14.3 

14.5 

15.8 

— 

14.0 

9-9 

Walter R. Perry, Wishart. 

13.7 

13.3 

14.7 

— 

13.6 

9-10 

A. Leon Arnason, Elfros. 

16.2 

16.0 

17.1 

— 

15.8 

10-1 

Edward F. Eberts, Chamberlain. 

15.0 

14.4 

16.2 

15.0 

— 

10-1 

H. Merle Bisson, Craik. 

15.6 

15.0 

16.7 

15.3 

— 

10-2 

Wayne L. Wilson, Tugaske. 

16.0 

15.5 

16.0 

15.9 

— 

10-4 

John M. McDonald, Wiseton. 

14.4 

14.4 

14.4 

14.5 

— 

10-6 

William A. Gottselig, Glenside. 

15.4 

14.9 

16.3 

15.4 

— 

10-8 

Eldon Stein, Simpson. 

14.7 

14.7 

16.3 

14.7 

— 

10-8 

Alan L. Wolfe, Imperial. 

17.9 

16.8 

17.2 

17.7 

— 

10-9 

Alan L. Haight, Hanley. 

15.4 

15.2 

16.3 

15.4 

— 

10-10 

Keith H. Dahlen, Valley Park. 

15.4 

15.0 

16.0 

15.8 

— 

11-2 

Robert E. Calwell, Elrose. 

16.3 

16.2 

17.3 

16.3 

— 

11-5 

Gary A. Clemence, Pinkham. 

14.8 

14.6 

15.5 

15.2 

— 

11-7 

Dale M. Scrivens, Rosetown. 

13.9 

13.9 

15.4 

14.0 

— 

11-8 

J. Esther Barrett, Fiske. 

15.6 

15.0 

16.5 

15.2 

— 

11-8 

Mary Pankratz, Fiske. 

15.0 

14.6 

16.3 

15.2 

— 

11-9 

Ralph G. Hurst, Dodsland. 

15.1 

14.7 

15.7 

15.3 

— 

12-1 

Warren H. Drefs, Biggar. 

15.0 

14.9 

16.7 

15.1 

— 

12-2 

Ernest G. Singer, Biggar. 

16.1 

15.7 

17.1 

15.9 

— 

12-3 

Donald O. Rogers, Kelfield. 

14.7 

14.5 

15.9 

14.6 

— 

12-4 

Alois Welter, Broadacres. 

15.7 

15.3 

15.7 

15.9 

— 

12-5 

Roy W. Greenwald, Tako. 

14.2 

13.7 

14.7 

14.3 

— 

12-6 

Mike Klotz, Denzil. 

14.8 

15.5 

15.8 

15.3 

— 

12-8 

Charles W. Orr, Neilburg. 

15.4 

14.5 

16.8 

— 

15.0 

12-9 

Calvin J. D. Laing, Gallivan. 

14.3 

14.1 

14.7 

—, 

13.8 

12-10 

Guy R. Lacoursiere, Highgate. 

15.3 

14.6 

16.3 

— 

14.9 

13-1 

Raymond E. A. Brecht, Bay Trail. 

14.6 

14.9 

15.2 

— 

14.9 

13-1 

Marjorie I. Berg, Leroy. 

13.3 

13.1 

14.0 

— 

13.7 

13-3 

Albert Warkentin, Dundurn. 

17.0 

16.2 

17.3 

17.3 

— 

13-3 

Jack R. Campbell, Allan Hills. 

16.1 

15.9 

16.2 

16.1 

— 

13-4 

Stuart N. McKenzie, Colonsay. 

14.8 

15.2 

15.9 

14.9 

— 

13-5 

Maynard E. Waldner, Dalmeny. 

15.1 

15.1 

16.2 

— 

14.5 

13-5 

Jimmy Agar, Floral. 

15.1 

15.0 

16.4 

15.4 

— 

13-8 

Ernest Beaulieu, Vonda. 

14.8 

14.9 

15.1 

14.9 

— 

13-9 

Susan N. Iwasiuk, Cudworth. 

16.7 

17.1 

17.9 

— 

15.9 

13-11 

Harry Hleck, Engelfeld. 

14.7 

14.1 

15.0 

— 

14.1 

14-1 

James N. Wilson, Okla. 

12.7 

12.5 

13.9 

— 

12.5 

14-2 

Wayne H. King, Quill Lake. 

15.7 

15.5 

16.8 

— 

14.8 

14-3 

Lome A. Hufnagel, Sunset Lake. 

14.4 

13.6 

14.7 

— 

13.7 

14-4 

Floyd G. Dahl, Dahlton. 

15.0 

14.7 

16.1 

— 

14.3 

14-7 

Michael Nawrocki, Sylvania. 

15.3 

14.5 

16.0 

— 

14.6 

14-8 

Murray F. Tatlow, Resource. 

14.8 

14.0 

14.9 

— 

14.8 

14-9 

William A. Bruce, Brooksby. 

14.3 

14.1 

15.2 

— 

14.4 

14-10 

Jack Lalonde, Arborfield. 

11.4 

10.4 

11.5 

— 

11.1 

14-10 

J. Louis J. Riou, Arborfield. 

15.0 

14.5 

15.8 

— 

15.1 

14-11 

Kenneth Mortensen, Pontrilas. 

14.2 

14.1 

15.8 

— 

13.7 

14-11 

William E. Hope, Smoky Burn. 

11.3 

11.1 

11.3 

— 

11.4 

15-4 

Rueben Peters, Hepburn. 

15.0 

14.8 

15.7 

— 

14.7 

15-5 

Dan R. Hunchak, Blaine Lake. 

16.3 

16.3 

17.7 

— 

16.2 

15-6 

Billy H. O. Reed, Shell Lake. 

12.9 

12.1 

13.2 

— 

12.2 

15-7 

Clifton A. Brown, Canwood. 

15.0 

15.0 

14.6 

— 

14.7 

15-9 

Elmer Paczay, Paddockwood. 

11.5 

10.5 

11.6 

— 

11.5 

15-10 

Pat D. Daly, Snowden. 

14.2 

13.3 

14.5 

— 

14.2 

15-10 

Harry N. Romanchuk, Janow Corners 

14.0 

13.2 

13.8 

— 

13.5 

15-11 

Albert P. Mollison, Garrick. 

14.3 

14.7 

15.2 

— 

14.6 

16-1 

Delbert W Bronsch, Radisson. 

14.5 

14.6 

15.2 

— 

14.2 

16-2 

Forrest G Wohlberg, Speers. 

15.0 

15.0 

15.2 

— 

14.7 

16-3 

Morris Woytuik, Whitkow. 

15.8 

15.1 

16.8 

— 

15.2 

16-4 

J. Leonard A. Perron, Edam. 

14.8 

13.8 

15.6 

— 

14.7 

16-5 

Lano R. Hinde, Waseca. 

15.8 

15.8 

17.2 

— 

15.5 

16-6 

Kenneth T. Andersen, Lloydminster... 

15.2 

14.5 

15.5 

— 

14.8 

16-7 

J. H. Arnold Musich, Paradise Hill. 

16.7 

15.8 

16.8 

— 

16.5 

16-8 

Harry L. Hunter, Spruce Lake. 

15.7 

14.8 

16.9 

— 

14.8 

16-9 

Taras Hawryliw, Glaslyn. 

14.7 

15.6 

16.3 

— 

14.9 

16-10 


15.1 

14.4 

15.5 

— 

14.4 

16-11 

Carl Hansen, Dorintosh. 

15.4 

15.3 

16.4 

— 

15.0 






















































































JUNIOR CO-OPERATIVE VARIETY TESTS 
1950 

PROTEIN CONTENT OF WHEAT VARIETIES 
Individual Test Results by Wheat Pool Districts 

Crude Protein 


Wheat Pool (calculated at 13.5% moisture basis) 


District & 
Sub-dist. 

Supervisor Address 

Thatcher 

Redman 

Lee 

Rescue 

Saunders 

1-1 

Robert and Murray Gilmer, Carievale 

% 

12.8 

% 

12.4 

% 

15.0 

% 

% 

12.2 

1-2 

Melvin Belmore, Redvers. 

12.3 

11.0 

12.9 

— 

11.7 

1-3 

Donald Morrish, Oxbow. 

13.1 

13.0 

15.0 

— 

13.6 

1-4 

Donald Turk, Hirsch. 

13.7 

13.6 

14.4 

13.3 

— 

1-5 

Reginald V. Matthies, Bryant. 

12.5 

12.6 

13.4 

11.9 

— 

1-6 

Corrinne Swenson, Midale. 

14.5 

14.5 

14.9 

14.8 

— 

1-7 

Peter J. McKelkie, Bromhead. 

14.5 

14.1 

14.8 

14.1 

— 

1-9 

Louis A. Richaud, Forget. 

14.9 

14.7 

16.4 

14.9 

— 

1-9 

Ernest Debusschere, Stoughton. 

14.4 

14.2 

14.9 

13.7 

— 

2-1 

Anna E. Appelquist, Neptune. 

13.9 

13.5 

14.8 

13.7 

— 

2-5 

Hazel J. Chesney, Strathallen . 

15.5 

14.8 

15.7 

15.0 

— 

2-6 

Melva E. Schobert, Melaval. 

13.4 

13.4 

14.4 

13.7 

— 

2-7 

Carl Klein, Limerick. 

17.4 

16.8 

17.8 

16.8 

— 

2-8 

Allan J. Lowes, Assiniboia. 

15.1 

14.8 

15.7 

14.8 

— 

2-8 

Rodney E. A. Dahlman. Readlyn. 

16.1 

16.1 

16.1 

15.3 

— 

2-9 

John C. Leonard, Ogema. 

14.6 

15.1 

16.6 

14.9 

— 

2-10 

Bennie Smith, Khedive. 

15.1 

14.7 

15.9 

15.0 

— 

2-10 

Vernon I. Loucks, Pangman. 

13.7 

14.0 

16.5 

14.6 

— 

3-1 

Gordon F. Cowie, Mankota. 

14.9 

14.5 

15.0 

14.9 

— 

3-1 

Wilber D. Wilson, McCord. 

19.4 

19.0 

18.8 

19.4 

— 

3-2 

P. Jack Orr, Broncho. 

15.2 

14.5 

16.2 

15.2 

— 

3-2 

Jack A. Davidson, Ponteix. 

16.5 

15.1 

15.9 

16.1 

— 

3-4 

Rodney A. Hyam, Claydon. 

16.1 

16.6 

17.0 

16.5 

— 

3-6 

Donald E. Neely, Carnagh. 

13.6 

13.3 

13.5 

14.2 

— 

3-6 

Robert S. Arendt, Eastend. 

14.6 

15.5 

15.8 

14.9 

— 

3-7 

John W. Rebbeck, South Fork. 

12.5 

12.1 

12.9 

12.8 

— 

3-7 

Jack B. Nielson, Eastend. 

14.2 

13.9 

15.2 

14.4 

— 

3-9 

Allan R. Oliver, Crichton. 

16.3 

16.1 

16.9 

16.7 

— 

3-9 

Daniel J. G. Ruest, Admiral. 

15.7 

15.6 

16.7 

16.0 

— 

3-10 

Lloyd E. Carpenter, Hazenmore. 

15.9 

15.7 

16.8 

16.0 

— 

3-10 

Donald L. Turgeon, Kincaid. 

16.7 

15.8 

16.4 

16.7 

— 

4-2 

Shirley A. Moch, Hatton. 

16.8 

16.0 

16.2 

16.2 

— 

4-4 

H. Dean Mortensen, Gull Lake. 

18.2 

18.0 

18.4 

17.4 

— 

4-6 

Kenneth J. Sawby, Golden Prairie. 

15.8 

15.8 

16.3 

15.6 

— 

4-7 

Clarence Albrecht, Linacre. 

16.7 

14.1 

16.7 

15.6 

— 

4-7 

Lawrence W. Pudwell, Richmound. 

16.7 

15.9 

17.4 

16.8 

— 

4-9 

Charles E. Martin, Sceptre. 

14.8 

15.0 

15.5 

15.4 

— • 

4-9 

Clifford Fyke, Sceptre . 

16.1 

15.8 

17.0 

16.8 

— 

5-1 

James R. Noble, Mitchellton. 

11.9 

11.4 

12.4 

12.2 

— 

5-2 

Edmund G. and Gerald E. Jacob, 

St. Boswells. 

14.4 

14.4 

14.6 

14.1 

_ 

5-3 

Thomas J. Runcie, Pambrun. 

16.2 

15.7 

16.9 

16.5 

— 

5-4 

Leona B. Veer, Waldeck. 

14.3 

13.8 

14.5 

14.3 

— 

5-5 

Raymond J. Rambow, Hodge ville. 

15.2 

15.2 

15.9 

15.4 

— 

5-6 

Charles E. Box, Courval. 

13.2 

13.9 

14.8 

13.3 

— 

5-6 

T. Glyn Morgan, Old Wives. 

14.3 

13.9 

14.5 

13.6 

— 

5-7 

Clive T. Campbell, Parkbeg. 

16.7 

16.3 

17.6 

17.4 

— 

5-7 

Grant S. Budd, Caron. 

14.4 

14.1 

15.3 

14.2 

— 

5-8 

Joyce E. and Stanley T. Wells, 

Tuxford. 

13.2 

13.4 

13.8 

11.9 

_ 

5-8 

Donald G. Nash, Eyebrow. 

16.2 

15.9 

16.7 

15.5 

— 

5-9 

Gordon E. May, Secretan. 

James C. McKay, Log Valley. 

Henry Unger, Ernfold. 

14.4 

14.2 

15.4 

14.4 

— 

5-10 

16.2 

16.2 

16.6 

16.0 

— 

5-10 

15.3 

15.3 

17.1 

16.0 

— 

6-2 

J,ohn W. Tobias, Vibank. 

14.7 

14.0 

15.6 

— 

14.3 

6-3 

Frank Sattler, Milestone. 

13.6 

13 2 

14.0 

13.8 

— 

6-4 

Wilfred R. G. Filazek, Spring Valley.... 

15.7 

14.8 

16.2 

15.3 

— 

6-6 

M Doreen Jeffery, Briercrest. 

13.4 

13.1 

14.5 

13.1 

— 

6-7 

Bob L Pittendrigh, Zehner. 

11.9 

12.1 

12.9 

12.0 

— 

6-8 

Kenneth J. Turpin, Sintaluta. 

14.6 

14.1 

15.1 

— 

14.2 

6-8 

Clifford A. Gorby, Indian Head. 

13.4 

12.5 

13.5 

— 

12.8 

6-9 

William J Mlazgar, FortQu’Appelle... 

15.0 

14.3 

16.6 

— 

14.5 

6-10 

Raymond J. Kistner, Disley. 

17.1 

16.9 

16.9 

16.3 

— 

6-10 

James E. McKechnie, Bethune. 

15.1 

14.5 

15.9 

15.6 

— 

7-1 

Dick F. Thompson, Kelso. 

13.2 

13.0 

15.2 

— 

14.2 

7-2 

L. J ack Lemoine, Moosomin. 

12.3 

12.3 

14.1 

— 

13.2 

7-2 

T. Elvin Axten, Moosomin. 

14.6 

14.3 

16.1 

— 

16.0 

7-3 

R B. Ross Clements, Vandura. 

11.0 

10.9 

12.7 

— 

11.8 

7-4 

Donald G. Olafson, Windthorst. 

13.3 

12.6 

15.0 

— 

13.3 

7-5 

Lyalle E. D. Purdon, Creelman. 

11.9 

11.7 

13.9 

11.9 

— 

7-6 

Joe Erza, Candiac. 

13.0 

11.7 

12.3 

— 

11.7 

7-7 

Robert J. Archer, Broadview. 

13.4 

13.4 

14.7 

— 

13.9 

7-8 

Thomas D. Ede, Whitewood. 

13.4 

14.0 

14.7 

— 

13.3 

7-9 

Fred W. Baseley, Jr., Spy Hill. 

13.5 

13.7 

16.1 

— 

14.4 

7-10 

Robert C. Landine, Stockholm. 

13.5 

15.0 

16.1 

— 

14 5 

7-11 

Vernon L. Miller, Lemberg. 

13.2 

13.2 

15.2 

— 

13.2 

8-1 

Ambrosie Sobkow, Calder. 

14.0 

13.8 

15.1 

— 

13.3 

8-1 

Elmer Haberstock, Churchbridge. 

13.2 

13.2 

14.3 

— 

12.5 

8-2 

James Rooney, Saltcoats. 

14.4 

14.1 

15.4 

— 

13.9 













































































ORGANIZATION OF THE TESTING PROGRAM 

In order to determine the suitability of a variety for use in different parts of the 
province it is necessary to conduct tests under as many different types of soil and climate 
as possible. An attempt was made in 1950, therefore, to place two tests in each of the 
166 Wheat Pool sub-districts of Saskatchewan. With few exceptions the desired distri¬ 
bution was achieved. This is illustrated in the map below which shows the location 
of each test. 

As the success of the project was dependent upon the accuracy with which each 
test was carried out, it was necessary to choose as test supervisors a group of dependable 
young farm people who had a keen interest in this type of work. Selection of the super¬ 
visors in each sub-district was carried out by the Wheat Pool delegate for the area. The 
Junior Co-operators chosen were, in most cases, between the ages of 16 and 21 years. 

The equipment required for each test was supplied from Head Office of the Wheat 
Pool in Regina. Individual parcels of seed were carefully prepared and were shipped 
to the supervisors together with full instructions explaining in detail the method of 
seeding the test. During the growing season, close contact was maintained between 
each of the 332 Junior Co-operators and the Junior Co-operative Department of the 


MAP SHOWING LOCATION OF TESTS ACCORDING TO WHEAT POOL DISTRICTS 
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Wheat Pool organization. The co-operators were requested to complete and forward 
regular progress reports concerning the comparative development of each variety. The 
information from these reports was summarized and was used as the basis for the results 
which appear in the booklet. When the grain was ripe, each co-operator carried out 
harvesting operations according to special instructions which had been supplied to him. 
Care was taken to ensure that the returns for each row were parcelled separately and 
were carefully marked in order to prevent errors in identification. The sheaves were 
dried and turned over to the nearest Pool elevator agent for shipment to Head Office. 
On arrival at Regina, the sheaves were threshed separately and the yields were recorded. 
A sample of each variety was cleaned, weighed in pounds per measured bushel and 
graded. The sample was then forwarded to the Chemistry Department of the University 
of Saskatchewan where protein analyses were carried out. 

Finally the yield, bushel weight and grade of each variety were entered on a sum¬ 
mary sheet together with the detailed information which the co-operator had supplied 
in his reports during the growing season. 

As has been the case during the past sixteen years, the project was planned and 

PLAN or WHEAT TEST 



The crossed lines represent border rows of winter wheat. A two-foot pathway was left between 
the winter wheat border and the surrounding field crop. The barley and crop comparison tests 
were laid out in a similar manner except that 33 rows were sown in the barley projects and 64 
rows in the crop comparison tests. 
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Left to right: Variety Test supervisers Robert Nesbitt, Cupar; Geraldine Topinka, Zeneta; 

Grant Budd, Caron. 

supervised under the guidance of Dr. J. B. Harrington, Professor of Field Husbandry, 
University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon. The threshing, summarizing and statistical 
analysis in connection with the project were carried out at Head Office of the Saskat¬ 
chewan Wheat Pool under the direction and supervision of I. K. Mumford. 

FACTS TO BE REMEMBERED ITT READING AND STUDYING RESULTS 

The information compiled from the results of tests carried out during a single year 
should not be considered as conclusive evidence in the selection of a variety. A variety 
which gives a favorable performance in any one season may not do well under conditions 
which exist the following year. When making a choice, therefore, the farmer is advised 
to study the results of several years’ tests and in this regard the pamphlet entitled, 
“Varieties of Grain Crops for Saskatchewan, 1951,” is recommended. This pamphlet 
is compiled by the Saskatchewan Cereal Variety Committee on the basis of information 
derived from tests conducted under the supervision of the University of Saskatchewan, 
the Dominion Experimental Farms, and the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool. Copies have 
been supplied to each Pool elevator agent for the use of farmers in his district. Additional 
copies may be obtained free of charge from the University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon; 
the Saskatchewan Department of Agriculture, Regina; Saskatchewan Co-operative 
Producers Limited, Regina; or any Dominion Experimental farm in the province. 

Necessary Difference 

The statistical term “Necessary Difference’’ is used in different parts of 
this report. The “Necessary Difference” is calculated by applying an approved 
statistical formula to the yield results of each individual test. The result of the 
calculation is shown in bushels per acre and it represents the amount by which 
a variety must outyield another variety in the test in order to be considered 
significantly superior in yield. 

Straw Strength 

Straw strength was reported on the basis 10-0. If the plants in a plot were straight 
and erect, the strength of straw was recorded as 10. If the straw showed signs of weakness 
a lower figure was used, depending upon the degree of weakness observed. 

Neck Strength 

This term appears only in the section of the report dealing with barley tests. Neck 
strength was recorded on the basis of 1, 2, 3, where 1 indicated a strong neck holding the 
head upright, 2 indicated a neck of medium strength, while 3 was used when the neck 
appeared weak. 

Results of Individual Tests 

The results of individual tests appear in the following tables: Wheat No. 23; Bar¬ 
ley No. 37; Crop Comparison No. 38. These results are arranged according to Wheat 
Pool districts (illustrated on page 5), so that a reader who wishes to study the results 
in a particular area may readily locate the tests in which he is interested. It should be 
emphasized that the results of a single test give an accurate comparison of the varieties 
only under the conditions which exist on the farm where the test is located. An examina¬ 
tion of the results in these tables will reveal the fact that the varieties do not show similar 
relationships in all areas of the province. Results may differ widely, even in tests grown 
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relatively close together. This variation may be due to several causes, most importani 
of which are differences in soil type, climatic conditions, and date of seeding. 


Grading Remarks 

In determining commercial grades, bushel weight is a very important factor. How¬ 
ever, there are many other factors which may lower the grade of a sample. 

In the individual results, the column headed "Grading Remarks” contains abbre¬ 
viations which are used to denote any adverse characteristics other than bushel weight, 
which appear in the sample of grain. 


The following abbreviations have been used to indicate the various defects: 


Bl. —Bleached 
B. Bl. —Badly Bleached 
B.P. —Black Point 
Br. —Broken 

D. —Dark 

Del. —Discolored 
Dg. —Damaged 

E. —Ergoty 

S.E. —Some Ergoty 


F. —Frosted 

S.F. —Slightly Frosted 
B.F. —Badly Frosted 

G. —Green 

V.G. —Very Green 
I.—Immature 
S.I. —Slightly Immature 
M. —Mildewed 
Pk— Pink 


PI. —Peeled 

B. PI. —Badly Peeled 

S. —Smut 

Sh. —Shrunken 

Spr. —Sprouted 

St. —Stained 

Stch. —Starchy 

W. —Weathered 

W.S. —Weather Stained 


ANALYSIS OF DATA 


The individual tests were grouped for analysis on the basis of cereal variety zones. 
These zones, the boundaries of which were laid out by the Saskatchewan Cereal Variety 
Committee, are described below and illustrated on pages 32 and 33. Each zone represents 
an area within which the soil is of the same general type and where climatic conditions 
are normally somewhat similar. It should be stressed, however, that local conditions 
within a zone sometimes vary considerably from the average of the zone. 


Cereal Variety Zones—Prevailing Soil Type and Climatic Conditions 

1A Brown soils; subject to frequent droughts. 

IB Brown soils; subject to more frequent droughts than 1A. 

1C Brown soils; chiefly burn-out types; subject to more frequent droughts than 1A. 

2A Dark brown soils; subject to occasional droughts; better moisture conditions than 1A. 

2B Dark brown soils; slightly cooler than 2A. 

2C Dark brown soils, bench land; cooler, shorter frost-free season and better moisture conditions than 1 A. 
2D Dark brown soils; higher elevation and distinctly shorter frost-free season than 2B. 

2E Dark brown heavy clay soils; more drought resistance than 2A and 2B. 

2F Brown and dark brown heavy clay soils; more drought resistance than 1A and adjoining 2B. 

3A Black soils; better moisture conditions than 2A. 

3B Deep black and degraded black soils; shorter frost-free period and better moisture conditions than 3A. 
3C Black soils; better moisture conditions than 2B, and cooler than 3A and 3G. 



3D Deep black soils; better moisture conditions than 3E. 

3E Black soils; shorter frost-free season and better moisture conditions than 2D. 

3F Degraded black and some grey soils; shorter frost-free period than 3D. 

3G Black soils, medium to light textured, more droughty than 3E. 

3H Degraded black soils; distinctly short frost-free season. 

4A Grey and strongly degraded black soils; short frost-free season. 

4B Grey soils; distinctly short frost-free season; better moisture conditions than 3E. 

Note. —The above descriptions are based on information contained in the “Guide to Farm Practice 
in Saskatchewan, 1948.” 


RAINFALL 

As the amount of rainfall during the growing season has a greater influence upon 
the yields than the amount of annual precipitation, the rainfall shown in the following 
table covers only the months representing the growing period of wheat in Saskatchewan. 


TABLE NO. 1.—AVERAGE MONTHLY PRECIPITATION DURING THE PERIOD 

MAY-AUGUST 

SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone 

Number 

May 

June 

July 

August 

Total 

1A. 

38 

.79 

2.97 

2.41 

1.71 

7.88 

IB, 1C, and 2C. 

2A. 

8 

.39 

2.41 

2.82 

1.41 

7.03 

10 

1.25 

4.25 

3.12 

1.76 

10.38 

2B. 

29 

1.14 

1.78 

2.55 

1.22 

6.69 

2D. 

8 

.57 

2.07 

3.06 

.86 

6.56 

2E and 2F. 

11 

1.57 

2.12 

2.99 

1.25 

7.93 

3A. 

14 

1.40 

3.55 

3.85 

2.39 

11.19 

3B. 

25 

.74 

2.26 

3.95 

1.71 

8.66 

3C. 

27 

1.20 

2.19 

3.43 

1.26 

8.08 

3D and 3F. 

7 

.87 

1.72 

3.85 

2.00 

8.44 

3E. 

12 

.49 

3.95 

3.32 

1.28 

9.04 

3G. 

12 

.43 

3.30 

3.52 

1.27 

8.52 

4A. 

10 

1.18 

1.79 

3.63 

1.66 

8.26 

4B. 

8 

.59 

3.14 

2 65 

.81 

7.19 


Note. The above table was compiled from monthly rainfall records kept by test supervisors. Each super¬ 
visor was supplied with a rain gauge and one of his duties was to keep a monthly precipitation 
record. 


WHEAT TESTS 

The wheat project consisted of 191 individual tests. These were distributed through¬ 
out the entire grain growing area of the province, and it is felt that the results of the 
project represent accurately the ability of each variety on the various types of soil, 
and under the climatic conditions which existed during the growing season. Four of 
the new, promising varieties were selected for testing, using Thatcher as the standard 
for comparison. Not all of the varieties were tested in each area. Thatcher, Redman and 
Lee were used in all zones, but each of the other varieties was used in the general area 
where it could reasonably be expected to give best results when grown commercially. 
The sawfly-resistant variety, Rescue, was the fourth variety used in tests in the open 
plains area* (Cereal Variety Zones 1A to 2F, inclusive). Saunders was the fourth variety 
included in tests in the black and grey soils of the park belt and wooded districts. (Cereal 
Variety Zones 3A to 4B inclusive.) 

DESCRIPTION OF VARIETIES 

Thatcher was produced from a cross made in 1921 at the Minnesota Agricultural 
Experiment Station, St. Paul, between (Marquis X Iumillo) X (Marquis X Kanred). 
From one of the original crosses (Marquis X Iumillo), a bread wheat type was obtained 
with a considerable degree of resistance to stem rust under field conditions. From the 
Marquis X Kanred cross, a spring wheat was selected of good milling and baking quality 
that was immune to several forms of stem rust and had high yielding ability. Thatcher 
originated from a cross between these two. Thatcher is highly resistant to shattering 
and spring frost damage. It is resistant to most forms of stem rust and to loose smut, 
but is susceptible to leaf rust and covered smut. Thatcher is moderately resistant to 
common rootrot. 

Lee (CT-509) is a moderately early maturing, bearded bread wheat variety developed 
at the University of Minnesota from a cross made between Hope x Timstein. Timstein 
is from the cross Tricticum Timopheevi x Steinwedel and is of value to plant breeders 

♦See Cereal Variety Zone Map, page 33. 
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only. Lee is resistant to all common races of stem rust excepting the new race 15B. It 
is highly resistant to leaf rust, susceptible to bunt, moderately resistant to loose smut 
and moderately susceptible to rootrot. 

Redman is the result of a cross between Regent and Canus made in 1934 by the 
Cereal Division staff at the Dominion Laboratory of Cereal Breeding, Winnipeg, Man¬ 
itoba. Canus was developed from a cross between Marquis and Kanred. Redman is 
resistant to stem rust and covered smut, moderately resistant to loose smut, and moder¬ 
ately susceptible to rootrot. Although resistant to some races of leaf rust, Redman is 
susceptible to those prevailing at the present time. It is resistant to shattering and 
moderately susceptible to spring frost damage. A new strain was used in these tests. 

Rescue originated from a cross made at the Cereal Division, Central Experimental 
Farm, Ottawa, between Apex and S-615. The resultant population was transferred to 
the Dominion Experimental Station at Swift Current for exploitation. Here plant breed¬ 
ers, in co-operation with the Division of Entomology, Science Service, produced Rescue. 
It is the first bread wheat variety to be introduced which is capable of resisting attacks 
of the wheat stem sawfly to a high degree. Rescue is resistant to stem rust, moderately 
susceptible to common rootrot and susceptible to covered smut, loose smut and leaf 
rust. It is slightly less resistant than Thatcher to shattering and is susceptible to spring 
frost damage. A new strain designated Rescue 103 was used in these tests. 

Saunders is an early maturing variety which originated from a cross made at 
the Central Experimental Farm, Ottawa, in 1938, between an early ripening hybrid 
(Hope X Reward) and Thatcher. Saunders is resistant to stem rust and loose smut. 
It is moderately resistant to rootrot but susceptible to leaf rust and moderately sus¬ 
ceptible to covered smut. Saunders has been licensed and is eligible for the highest grades. 


TABLE NO. 2.—AVERAGE YIELDS IN BUSHELS PER ACRE 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES OR GROUPED ZONES 


Cereal No. of Necessary 

Variety Satisfactory Difference* 

Zone Tests Thatcher Lee Redman Rescue Saunders in Bushels 


1A. 34 22.4 19.0 20.2 19.4 0.9 

IB, 1C, and 2C.. 8 12.3 9.6 11.0 9.9 1.1 

2A. 9 23.7 24.0 23.3 22.0 2.0 

2B. 22 17.8 15.1 16.5 15.9 0.9 

2D. 5 20.7 16.0 19.2 18.1 2.7 

2E and 2F. 7 27.4 22.7 24.3 26.5 2.4 

3A. 7 16.2 21.0 19.4 14.5 1.7 

3B. 13 28.2 27.4 28.3 27.3 2.1 

3C. 19 21.4 20.9 21.9 20.8 1.3 

3D and 3F. 6 30.9 25.6 28.7 26.8 2.6 

3E. 6 28.1 24.4 27.9 29.3 2.4 

3G. 6 31.1 25.7 28.8 29.6 1.7 

4A. 5 33.9 31.0 32.9 32.6 2.8 

4B. 6 23.0 19.3 21.1 21.5 2.0 


♦Necessary Difference—Since yielding ability of varieties cannot be measured with absolute accuracy, 
small differences have no significance. Unless the difference in yield of two varieties is greater than the 
necessary difference as shown in the tables, little confidence can be placed in the superiority of one variety 
over the other in that particular zone group. 


Table No. 2. Zones 1A to 2F. Thatcher was high in yield in every zone except 
2A, where it placed second to Lee by a narrow margin. Redman was second in yield in 
four zones, but placed third in Zone 2A, and 2E and 2F. On an average basis Rescue was 
third in yield, but in Zones 2E and 2F, it ranked second, and in Zone 2A it placed fourth. 
Lee gave a comparatively poor performance throughout this region yielding fourth 
in every zone except 2A. It is of interest to note that Zone 2A lies in the southeast where 
resistance to leaf rust is sometimes of considerable importance in the choice of a variety. 
Lee appears to be more resistant to this disease than any of the varieties now in general 
use throughout Saskatchewan. 

Zones 3A to 4B. Taking the area as a whole Thatcher was superior in yield. It 
outyielded the other varieties in four regions, and placed second in three. Thatcher gave 
its poorest performance in Zone 3A where it ranked third. Redman placed second on 
an average basis. It outyielded the other varieties in Zones 3B, and 3C; placed second 
in 3A, 3D and 3F, and 4A; and ranked third in the remaining zones. Saunders and Lee 
were approximately equal on an average basis. In most zones these varieties were third 
and fourth in yield. One notable exception, however, was Zone 3A, where Lee outyielded 
Thatcher and Saunders by more than the necessary difference. In this south-easterly 
zone (See location on map, page 33) Lee gave its best performance probably because of 
its leaf rust resistance. As stated above, Lee also gave a good performance in Zone 2A 
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which adjoins 3A on the west side. Lee made a poor showing in the northerly Zones 3D 
and 3F, 3E, 3G, 4A, and 4B. Saunders outyielded all other varieties in Zone 3E; placed 
second in 3G and 4B; third in 3D and 3F, and 4A; and fourth in 3A, 3B, and 3C. 

TABLE NO. 3.—AVERAGE NUMBER DAYS FROM SOWING TO RIPENING 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone Thatcher Lee Redman Rescue Saunders 


1A. 105.2 

IB, 1C, and 2C. 98.5 

2A. 105.7 

2B. 97.1 

2D. . 

2E and 2F. 104.0 

3A. 105.8 

3B. 105.6 

3C. 104.4 

3D and 3F. 110.0 

3E. 105.2 

3G. 100.7 

4A. 104.0 

4B. 98.0 


106.0 

100.5 

106.0 

96.5 

105.2 

97.5 

— 

106.6 

105.9 

106.1 

— 

98.1 

97.0 

97.6 

— 

106.0 

108.8 

103.0 

104.0 

104.2 


104.8 

106.6 

104.5 

— 

104.1 

104.3 

104.0 

— 

103.9 

112.5 

109.2 

— 

108.2 

106.0 

104.2 

— 

104.2 

101.2 

101.0 

— 

101.0 

106.0 

102.0 

— 

102.0 

94.0 

92.0 

— 

97.0 


Table No. 3. The severe frosts which occurred in August made it extremely 
difficult to determine accurately the ripening period for the different varieties. In many 
cases Junior Co-operators were not able to complete this section of their reports due to 
the unusual conditions which prevailed. On the basis of reports which were received, 
however, it appears that Redman and Thatcher were first to mature in the area 
comprised by Cereal Variety Zones 1A to 2F. Rescue generally ranked third and Lee 
was fourth. 

Zones 3A to 4B. Generally throughout this area Saunders ripened first with 
Redman following closely. Thatcher placed third, and again Lee was latest in ripening. 

TABLE NO. 4—AVERAGE HEIGHT OF PLANTS IN INCHES 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone 

Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Saunders 

1A. 

. 28.3 

27.0 

28.5 

29.7 

_ 

IB, 1C, and 2C. 

26.5 

25.0 

26.3 

27.0 

_ 

2A..:. 

. 34.2 

32.5 

34.0 

35.9 

— 

2B. 

. 25.8 

24.6 

25.5 

26.6 

— 

2D. 

. 25.0 

23.5 

25.0 

23.0 

— 

2E and 2F. 

. 37.0 

37.7 

34.0 

38.2 

— 

3A. 

. 38.0 

40.2 

39.2 

— 

38.5 

3B. 

. 35.7 

35.4 

36.2 

— 

33.9 

3C. 

. 32.2 

31.2 

32.0 

— 

30.9 

3D and 3F. 

. 40.2 

38.0 

40.0 

— 

39.5 

3E. 

. 33.8 

32.4 

35.0 

— 

33.6 

3G. 

. 32.0 

32.8 

33.6 

— 

32.4 

4A. 

. 37.0 

35.3 

36.3 

— 

37.0 

4B. 

. 34.0 

32.0 

33.7 

— 

31.7 


Table No. 4. Zones 1A to 2F. Rescue was taller than the other varieties in every 
zone except 2D. On a general average basis Thatcher placed second, Redman third, 
and Lee fourth. 

Zones 3A to 4B. Taking the area as a whole Redman was slightly taller than the 
other varieties. Thatcher placed second. Lee was third in height on an average basis, 
exceeding Saunders by a narrow margin. 

TABLE NO. 5.—AVERAGE STRAW STRENGTH OF PLANTS 
ON THE BASIS 10 (STRONG)—0 (WEAK) 

SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone 

Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Saunders 

1A. 

. 8.1 

8.2 

8.3 

8.9 

— 

IB, 1C, and 2C. 

. 8.8 

8.3 

8.6 

8.6 

— 

2A. 

. 8.6 

7.1 

8.3 

7.6 

— 

2B. 

. 8.7 

8.8 

8.7 

8.7 

— 

2D. 

. 8.3 

7.2 

7.7 

8.7 

— 

2E and 2F. 

. 9.0 

8.3 

8.7 

8.7 

— 

3A. 

. 8.8 

7.2 

9.1 

— 

8.7 

3B. 

. 7.8 

7.2 

7.8 

— 

7.5 

3C. 

. 9.0 

8.3 

8.4 

— 

8.4 

3D and 3F. 

. 7.7 

5.7 

7.5 

— 

7.5 

3E. 

. 9.2 

8.4 

9.6 

— 

9.3 

3G. 

. 8.9 

9.2 

9.0 

— 

8.7 

4A. 

. 9.3 

8.4 

8.7 

— 

7.8 

4B. 

. 9.2 

8.8 

9.0 

-- 

8.7 
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Table No. 5. Zones 1A to 2F. A general average indicates that Thatcher had the 
strongest straw, followed by Rescue, Redman and Lee in that order. 

Zones 3A to 4B. In this region, Thatcher straw again had slightly greater strength 
on an average basis. It was followed closely by Redman, with Saunders third and 
Lee fourth. 


TABLE NO. 6.—AVERAGE WEIGHT PER MEASURED BUSHEL 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone Thatcher Lee Redman Rescue Saunders 


1A. 59.8 59.3 58.9 60.6 -• 

IB, 1C, and 2C. 57.0 55.8 55.0 57.4 -- 

2A. 57.1 56.0 55.8 56.9 -- 

2B. 60.3 59.5 59.7 60.4 - 

2D. 57.6 56.2 58.0 59.0 - 

2E and 2F. 59.8 58.6 59.0 60.6 -- 

3A. 54.4 55.4 55.1 54.4 

3B. 58.7 57.5 58.4 —— 58.5 

3C. 58.6 57.2 58.2 59.0 

3D and 3F. 58.7 57.0 59.1 59.0 

3E. 57.2 55.7 57.0 58.5 

3G. 60.0 58.4 59.4 60.4 

4A. 56.6 54.8 56.8 57.2 

4B. 58.0 57.5 57.3 58.2 


Table No. 6. Zones 1A to 2F. Rescue excelled in weight per measured bushel 
in every zone except 2A. Thatcher ranked second, except in Zone 2A where it exceeded 
Rescue, and 2D where it placed third. In most cases, Lee and Redman placed third 
and fourth with little difference between these two varieties on an average basis. 

Zones 3A to 4B. Saunders generally produced the highest bushel weight in these 
zones followed closely by Thatcher and Redman. Lee excelled in bushel weight in 
Zone 3A, where it also showed superiority in yield, but in every other zone except 4B 
it placed fourth. 


TABLE NO. 7.—PERCENTAGE OF COMMERCIAL GRADES BY VARIETIES 
(ZONES 1A to 2F) 


Variety 

1° 

2° 

3° 

4° 

No. 5 

No. 6 

Feed 


% 

% 

% 

% 

%, 

% 

% 

Thatcher. 

. 6.9 

14.9 

23.1 

16.1 

19.5 

12.6 

6.9 

Lee. 

. 5.7 

11.5 

20.7 

12.7 

20.7 

13.8 

14.9 

Redman. 

. 1.1 

8.0 

28.7 

19.5 

19.5 

11.6 

11.6 

Rescue. 

. 9.2 

18.4 

21.8 

13.8 

18.4 

11.5 

6.9 


TABLE NO. 8.—PERCENTAGE OF COMMERCIAL GRADES BY VARIETIES 
(ZONES 3A to 4B) 


Variety 1° 2° 3° 4° No. 5 No. 6 Feed 


% % % % % % % 


Thatcher. 1.3 2.7 12.0 14.7 30.6 22.7 16.0 

Lee. . . 8.1 9.3 22.7 30.6 29.3 

Redman. . 1.3 13.3 14.7 33.3 22.7 14.7 

Saunders. 1.3 2.7 14.7 20.0 36.0 12.0 13.3 


The above tables give a comparison of the grading ability of the varieties in the 
two main zone groups. Due to frost damage the percentage of samples in the top grades 
was much lower during the past year than in a normal season. 

Table No. 7. Zones 1A to 2F. Differences in grading ability were of a minor nature 
but Rescue, with 49.4 percent of the samples graoing 3 Northern or better, was slightly 
superior to the other varieties. The comparative figure for Thatcher was 44.9 percent, 
while Lee and Redman were practically equal with 37.9 percent and 37.8 percent of 
the samples placing in the three top grades. 

Table No. 8. Zones 3A to 4B. With 18.7 percent of its samples in the top three 
grades Saunders held a slight advantage over Thatcher and Redman in this zone 
group. Lee was fourth in grading ability. 

Generally the differences between varieties were not of major importance. Due 
to the severe frosts of the past season, the test grades are unusually poor, and should 
not be considered a reliable indication of the comparative quality of the varieties. 
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SUMMARIZATION ACCORDING TO CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 

In comparing the performances of the varieties in a particular district, it is advisable 
to study, not only the results of the individual test in that district but also the average 
results of all tests conducted under similar conditions of soil and climate. Accordingly, 
the following section of the booklet has been prepared showing the average results of 
all tests within each cereal variety zone. The cereal variety zones are illustrated on 
page 33 and described in the “Analysis of Data” on page 8. Each zone represents an 
area within which the soil and climate is generally similar and throughout which, under 
normal growing conditions, a variety may generally be expected to give similar results. 
It should be kept in mind, howevei, that some variation is likely to occur in growing 
conditions at different points in a zone during every season. For that reason the average 
results of tests for a zone may not be representative of the entire area. In addition, the 
performance of a variety may show considerable variation under the differing growing 
conditions that will exist within a zone from year to year. Therefore, the results of one 
year’s tests with a variety should not, under any circumstances, be considered a sound 
basis on which to judge the ability of the variety. 

By turning to the Cereal Variety Zone map on page 33, the reader may determine 
the designation of the zone in which he is interested. Then, by locating the summary 
for that zone in the following pages, he may ascertain the average results of all tests 
carried out. In some cases, due to an insufficient number of tests in a zone, the tests 
from two similar zones have been grouped together for analysis. 


TABLE NO. 9.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 1A 
(34 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 22.4 

19.0 

20.2 

19.4 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 105.2 

106.0 

106.0 

105.2 

Height of plants in inches. 

. 28.3 

27.0 

28.5 

29.7 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 8.1 

8.2 

8.3 

8.9 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

. 59.8 

59.3 

58.9 

60.6 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

. 5.9 

8.8 

— 

8.8 

2 Nor. 

. 23.5 

14.7 

8.8 

29.5 

3 Nor. 

. 38.2 

29.5 

47.1 

29.5 

4 Nor. 

. 15.9 

14.7 

14.7 

8.8 

No. 5. 

. 14.7 

17.6 

14.7 

14.7 

No. 6. 

5.9 

8.8 

5.9 

5.9 

Feed. 

. 5.9 

5.9 

8.8 

2.8 


Necessary difference—.9 bushel. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 1A 

Thatcher has been the leading variety in this zone for a number of years and its 
outstanding performance again in 1950 indicates that it is still an excellent choice. On 
the basis of results from 34 tests during the past season it outyielded all other varieties 
significantly. Over the past five-year period Thatcher has outyielded all other varieties 
three times, ranked second to Stewart durum in 1948 and placed fourth in 1947. 

Redman placed second during 1950, outyielding Lee by more than the difference 
necessary for significance. Its favorable performance may have been the result of better- 
than-usual moisture conditions in the zone, but in any case Redman should not be 
considered for general use in this area. It has been used only once before in tests in this 
zone. That was in 1947 when it placed third out of four varieties in yield. 



Left to right: Lome Hufnagel, Sunset Lake; Alan Wolfe, Imperial; Mike Klotz, Denzil. 
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Rescue ranked third during 1950, yielding three bushels per acre less than Thatcher. 
In former years, however, Rescue has yielded almost as much as Thatcher in these 
tests, and it is officially recommended where sawflies are a threat. 

Lee was tested for the first time in 1950. It ranked fourth in yield, and while further 
tests are necessary before recommendations are made, it does not appear that Lee will 
prove suitable for commercial production in this area. 


TABLE NO. 10.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 
(8 satisfactory tests) 

GROUP IB, 

1C, AND 

2C 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Yield in bushels per acre. 


. 12.3 

9.6 

11.0 

9.9 

Days from seeding to ripening. 


. 98.5 

100.5 

96.5 

97.5 

Height of plants in inches. 


. 26.5 

25.0 

26.3 

27.0 

Straw strength (maximum of 10)... 


. 8.8 

8.3 

8.6- 

8.6 

Bushel weight in pounds. 


. 57.0 

55.8 

55.0 

57.4 

Commercial grades in percentage: 

1 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 


2 Nor. 

. 12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 


3 Nor. 

— 

12.5 

— 

12.5 


4 Nor. 

. 25.0 

— 

— 

12.5 


No. 5. 

. 25.0 

25.0 

50.0 

25.0 


No. 6. 

. 25.0 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 


Feed. 

. 12.5 

25.0 

12.5 

12.5 


Necessary difference—1.1 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone Group IB, 1C and 2C 

The results shown above were obtained from five tests in Zone IB, two in 1C, and 
one in 2C which were grouped together for analysis. Results of each of these eight tests 
appeared similar and as climatic conditions did not warrant a separate analysis it was 
considered advisable to place them in one group. 

Thatcher significantly outyielded the other varieties in the 1950 tests. In similar 
tests with four varieties during the past five years, Thatcher has always ranked first 
or second in yield in these zones, and is highly recommended. 

Redman placed second in yield in 1950, exceeding Rescue by an amount equal 
to the necessary difference. Redman was tested in this area in 1946, and was low in 
yield at that time. While Redman might do well again under conditions similar to those 
which existed in 1950, it has no characteristics of special importance for this area, and 
is not recommended. 

Rescue placed third in yield in 1950. In 1946 it outyielded all other varieties, and 
in 1947 it was slightly outyielded by Thatcher. Although Rescue gave a comparatively 
poor performance in 1950, its past record and sawfly resistant characteristics are features 
worthy of consideration in these south-westerly zones. 

Lee was low in yield in 1950, the first year it was included in Wheat Pool tests. 


TABLE NO. 11.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 2A 
(9 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 23.7 

24.0 

23.3 

22.0 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 105.7 

106.6 

105.9 

106.1 

Height of plants in inches. 

34.2 

32.5 

34.0 

35.9 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 8.6 

7.1 

8.3 

7.6 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

57.1 

56 0 

55.8 

56 9 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

10.0 

— 

— 

10.0 

2 Nor. 

— 

10.0 

10.0 

— 

3 Nor. 

10.0 

20.0 

10.0 

20.0 

4 Nor. 

. 20.0 

10.0 

20.0 

10.0 

No. 5. 

. 20.0 

10.0 

10.0 

10.0 

No. 6. 

. 20.0 

10.0 

10.0 

20.0 

Feed. 

20.0 

40.0 

40.0 

30.0 


Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 2A 

Lee was high in yield in 1950, exceeding Rescue by a difference equal to the neces¬ 
sary difference for the zone. Its yield advantage over Thatcher and Redman was not 
significant. Due to its high resistance to leaf rust, Lee may prove suitable for use in this 
south-easterly zone. As it has only been tested for one season, however, there is insuffi¬ 
cient evidence as yet on which to base a recommendation. 

Thatcher placed second in yield in 1950. In past years it has equalled or exceeded 
the other bread wheat varieties in tests in Zone 2A, and is highly recommended. 
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Redman placed third in yield in 1950. It proved lowest in yield of four varieties 
when tested previously in this area in 1946. On the basis of these results Redman does 
not appear suitable for general use in the zone. 

Rescue has been tested four times in Zone 2A, and was low yielder on three occas- 
ions. It placed third in 1946. Rescue has not compared favorably with Thatcher in this 
area and is not officially recommended. 

TABLE NO. 12— SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 2B 


(22 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 17.9 

15.1 

16.5 

15.9 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 97.1 

98.1 

97.0 

97.6 

Height of plants in inches. 

. 25.8 

24.6 

25.5 

26.6 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 8.7 

8.8 

8.7 

8.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

. 60.3 

59.5 

59.7 

60.4 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

13.6 

9.1 

4.5 

18.2 

2 Nor. 

4.6 

13.6 

9.1 

9.1 

3 Nor. 

. 27.3 

9.1 

22.7 

22.7 

4 Nor. 

. 18.2 

13.6 

27.3 

18.2 

No. 5. 

. 22.7 

31.9 

18.2 

22.7 

No. 6. 

. 13.6 

13.6 

18.2 

9.1 

Feed. 

. . 

9.1 

— 

— 


Necessary difference—.9 bushel. 

Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 2B 

In yield tests during the past five years Thatcher has exceeded or equalled all 
other bread wheat varieties consistently in Zone 2B. The results of tests during 1950, 
when Thatcher significantly outyielded the other varieties, place it once again at the 
top of the recommended list. 

Redman ranked second in yield in 1950. It was outyielded significantly by Thatcher. 
Redman was used in these tests previously in 1946, and placed second to Thatcher also 
at that time. As it has no outstanding features suitable to this area, Redman is not 
officially recommended. 

Rescue was third in yield in 1950. It has been included in tests in Zone 2B four times 
during the past five years, and has placed third or fourth out of four varieties each time. 
Because of the sawfly problem in this area, however, Rescue is now recommended for 
use in controlling these pests. 

Lee was low in yield in 1950, the first year during which it was used in Wheat Pool 
tests. 


TABLE NO. 13.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 2D 
(5 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 20.7 

16.0 

19.2 

18.1 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Height of plants in inches. 

. 25.0 

23.5 

25.0 

23.0 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 8.3 

7.2 

7.7 

8.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

. 57.6 

56.2 

58.0 

59.0 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 Nor. 

16.7 

— 

— 

16.7 

3 Nor. 

— 

16.7 

16.7 

16.7 

4 Nor. 

33.2 

16.7 

33.2 

16.7 

No. 5. 

. 16.7 

16.7 

16.7 

— 

No. 6. 

. 16.7 

16.7 

16.7 

33.2 

Feed. 

16.7 

33.2 

16.7 

16.7 


Necessary difference—2.7 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 2D 

During 1950, Thatcher outyielded all other varieties in Zone 2D. With the excep¬ 
tion of 1949 when it proved inferior to Apex 2177, Thatcher has yielded more than the 
bread wheats consistently in this zone during recent years. It is recommended, along 
with the new Apex 2177, for commercial production in this area. 

Redman was second, outyielding Lee by a significant margin. In tests in this zone 
during 1946, Redman tied with Rescue for last place in yield. As Redman is inferior 
to the leading varieties in yield, and has no other outstanding characteristics of import¬ 
ance in this area, it is not officially recommended. 

Rescue placed third in yield in 1950. It has been tested in this zone during four 
years and has generally failed to outyield Thatcher on an average basis. Its resistance 
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to sawflies is an important feature, however, and it is recommended for sawfly control 
purposes. 

Lee placed fourth in yield in 1950, the first year it was included in Wheat Pool 
tests. Recommendations regarding this variety will not be made until further tests are 
carried out. 

TABLE NO. 14.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 2E AND 2F 
(7 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Rescue 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 27.4 

22.7 

24.3 

26.5 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

104.0 

106.0 

103.0 

104.2 

Height of plants in inches. 

. 37.0 

37.7 

34.0 

38.2 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 9.0 

8.3 

8.7 

8.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

. 59.8 

58.6 

59.0 

60.6 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 Nor. 

. 28.6 

— 

— 

28.6 

3 Nor. 

— 

28.6 

28.6 

— 

4 Nor. 

. 28.6 

14.3 

28.6 

28.6 

No. 5. 

. 28.6 

14.3 

28.6 

42.8 

No. 6. 

. 14.2 

28.6 

— 

— 

Feed. 

. . 

14.2 

14.2 

— 


Necessary difference—2.4 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone Group 2E and 2F 

With the exception of 1949 when it placed fourth out of four varieties, Thatcher 
has shown general yield superiority over other bread wheat varieties tested in these 
zones. This superiority was particularly evident in 1950 when Thatcher outyielded all 
varieties except Rescue by a significant margin. 

Rescue has seldom yielded as well as Thatcher in this area. In four years of tests 
since 1946, Rescue has been lower in yield that the standard variety each time. It is 
officially recommended for sawfly control purposes in Zone 2F but is not recommended 
under any circumstance in Zone 2E. 

Redman placed third in yield in 1950, but ranked second to Thatcher when used 
in Wheat Pool tests previously in 1946. It is not recommended in Zone 2F, but is con- 
sidered suitable for use in Zone 2E. 

Lee was outyielded by all other varieties in 1950, the first year it was included in 
the testing project. 

TABLE NO. 15.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 3A 
(7 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

16.2 

21.0 

19.4 

14.5 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

105.8 

108.8 

104.0 

104.8 

Height of plants in inches. 

38.0 

40.2 

39.2 

38.5 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

8.8 

7.2 

9.1 

8.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

54.4 

55.4 

55.1 

54.4 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

3 Nor. 

25.0 

12.5 

25.0 

37.5 

4 Nor. 

12.5 

12.5 

— 

— 

No. 5. 

12.5 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 

No. 6. 

12.5 

— 

25.0 

12.5 

Feed. 

. 37.5 

50.0 

25.0 

25.0 


Necessary difference—1.7 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 3A 

It is interesting to note that in 1950 Lee gave outstanding yield results in this 
zone while in most areas it proved inferior to the other varieties. Lee is more resistant 
to leaf rust than any of the other varieties commonly in use and this feature is important 
in Zone 3A. On the basis of tests carried out during 1950, the variety has shown itself 
to be adapted to the conditions which prevailed in the south-eastern part of Saskatche¬ 
wan. This is emphasized by the fact that in Zone 2A also, Lee gave satisfactory results. 
It should be stressed, however, that a one-year period is too short to test a variety fully, 
and until further tests are carried out an accurate appraisal of the variety cannot be 
made. 

Redman has outyielded Thatcher during three of the four years it has been tested 
by the Wheat Pool in this zone. In most cases the yield differences have not been large. 
Redman is a good choice for use in Zone 3A, although it is susceptible to many of the 
races of leaf rust which now prevail in Saskatchewan. 
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Thatcher placed third in yield in 1950, but its past performance generally through¬ 
out the zone has been excellent. It is officially recommended for this area. 

Saunders has been included in Wheat Pool tests during each of the past four years. 
It has been outyielded by all other varieties on every occasion. Saunders is not recom¬ 
mended for this area. 

TABLE NO. 16.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 3B 


(13 satisfactory tests) 




Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 



. 28.2 

27.4 

28.3 

27.3 

Days from seeding to ripening. 


. 105.6 

106.6 

104.5 

104.1 

Height of plants in inches. 


. 35.7 

35.4 

36.2 

33.9 

Straw strength (maximum of 10)... 


. 7.8 

7.2 

7.8 

7.5 

Bushel weight in pounds. 


. 58.7 

57.5 

58.4 

58.5 

Commercial grades in percentage: 

1 Nor. 

2 Nor. 

3 Nor. 

. 6.7 

— 


6.7 


6.7 

13.3 

6.7 

6.7 


4 Nor. 

. 20.0 

6.7 

20.0 

26.6 


No. 5. 

. 40.0 

26.7 

40.0 

46.6 


No. 6. 

. 20.0 

33.3 

26.6 

6.7 


Feed. 

6.6 

20.0 

— 

6.7 


Necessary difference—2.1 bushels. 

Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 3B 

Redman and Thatcher were practically equal in yield in this zone during 1950. 
Although yield differences between these varieties in Zone 3B have never been large, 
Thatcher has a slight edge over Redman when all tests for the past five years are con¬ 
sidered. Both varieties are officially recommended for use in the area. 

Lee placed third in yield in 1950. This was the first year in which it was tested and 
recommendations regarding the variety will not be made until further information is 
available. 

Saunders has been tested during each of the past four years, and has been out- 
yielded by all other varieties each time. It is not recommended for use in Zone 3B. 


TABLE NO. 17.— SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 3C 


(19 satisfactory tests) 




Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 

Yield in bushels per acre. 


. 21.4 

20.9 

21.9 

20. 

8 

Days from seeding to ripening. 


. 104.4 

104.3 

104.0 

103. 

9 

Height of plants in inches. 


. 32.2 

31 .2 

32.0 

30 

.9 

Straw strength (maximum of 10).. 


. 9.0 

8.3 

8.4 

8. 

.4 

Bushel weight in pounds. 


. 58.6 

57.2 

58.2 

59 

0 

Commercial grades in percentage: 

1 Nor. 

. . 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 Nor. 

. 4.8 

— 

— 

4 

.8 


3 Nor. 

. 14.3 

4.8 

9.5 

14 

.3 


4 Nor. 

. 14.3 

9.5 

23.8 

28 

.6 


No. 5. 

. 33.3 

28.6 

38.1 

33 

.3 


No. 6. 

. 23.8 

33.3 

19.1 

9 

.5 


Feed. 

. 9.5 

23.8 

9.5 

9 

.5 


Necessary difference—1.3 bushels. 



David Salmond of Weekes and his variety test. 
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Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 3C 

Redman and Thatcher were practically equal in yielding ability in Zone 3C. 
Results of tests over the past five years show that little difference in yield exists between 
the two varieties although Thatcher has a slight edge on an average basis. Both varieties 
are officially recommended for use in the zone. 

Lee and Saunders again shared third and fourth places. Lee was tested for the 
first time in 1950 and recommendations regarding this variety will not be made until 
further tests are carried out. 

Saunders has been tested during each of the past four years and has been inferior 
in yield each time. It is not officially recommended for use in this zone. 


TABLE NO. 18.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 3D AND 3F 
(6 satisfactory tests) 





Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 

Yield in bushels per acre. 



. 30.9 

25.6 

28.7 

26.8 

Days from seeding to ripening. 



. 110.0 

112.5 

109.2 

108.2 

Height of plants in inches. 



. 40.2 

38.0 

40.0 

39.5 

Straw strength (maximum of 10).. 



. 7.7 

5.7 

7.5 

7.5 

Bushel weight in pounds. 



. 58.7 

57.0 

59.1 

59.0 

Commercial grades in percentage: 

1 Nor... 


— 

— 

— 

— 


2 Nor... 


— 

— 

— 

14.3 


3 Nor... 


. 28.6 

14.3 

28.6 

14.3 


4 Nor... 


— 

14.3 

— 

— 


No. 5... 


. 28.6 

— 

28.6 

42.8 


No. 6. .. 


. 28.6 

42.8 

28.6 

14.3 


Feed. 


. 14.2 

28.6 

14.2 

14 3 


Necessary difference—2.6 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone Group 3D and 3F 


Only one satisfactory test was conducted in Zone 3D and this was grouped for 
analysis with five tests in Zone 3F. While the single test in Zone 3D produced similar 
results to those in Zone 3F, it should be borne in mind that this test is not necessarily 
representative of the entire zone. 

Thatcher outyielded the other varieties, the differences being significant in the 
case of Saunders and Lee. The superiority of Thatcher is shown by the results of tests 
over the past five-year period. It has outyielded Redman and Saunders regularly on a 
zone average basis, and has held a definite yield advantage over other varieties tested 
during the past ten years. Thatcher is officially recommended for use in Zones 3D and 3F. 

Redman placed second to Thatcher in yield during 1950. In previous Wheat Pool 
tests in these zones it has usually produced lower yields than any other variety except 
Saunders. It is officially recommended, however, for use in Zone 3D, but not for Zone 3F. 

Saunders placed third in yield during 1950, outyielding Lee by a small margin. 
In tests during two years previously Saunders was outyielded by all other varieties. It 
is not officially recommended for this area. 

Lee was low in yield during 1950, the first year it was included in Wheat Pool tests. 


TABLE NO. 19.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 3E 
(6 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 28.1 

24.4 

27.9 

29.3 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 105.2 

106.0 

104.2 

104.2 

Height of plants in inches. 

. 33.8 

32.4 

35.0 

33.6 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 9.2 

8.4 

9.6 

9.3 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

. 57.2 

55.7 

57.0 

58.5 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

.. . 

— 

— 

— 

2 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

3 Nor. 

— 

— 

16.7 

16.7 

4 Nor. 

. 33.3 

— 

16.7 

16.7 

No. 5. 

— 

33.3 

— 

33.3 

No. 6. 

. 33.3 

— 

16.7 

—,— 

Feed. 

. 33.4 

66.7 

49.9 

33.3 


Necessary difference—2.4 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 3E 

Saunders outyielded the other varieties in Zone 3E during 1950. Only in the case 
of Lee, however, was the yield advantage of a significant nature. Saunders was tested 
during three years previously. On one occasion it tied with Redman for second place. 
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In each of the other years it was outyielded by all other varieties. Although it is appar¬ 
ently more suitable for use in this area than in most other regions of the province, the 
performance of Saunders over the past four year period has not been equal to that of 
Thatcher or Redman, and it is not recommended for use in the zone. 

Thatcher placed second during 1950, maintaining a record of excellent yielding 
ability in the zone. Since 1940, in Wheat Pool tests in Zone 3E, Thatcher has never been 
lower than second place in yield. In most cases it ranked first. The variety is highly 
recommended for use in this area. 

Redman has never equalled Thatcher in yield in Wheat Pool tests in this zone 
but it has usually been close to the standard variety. It is officially recommended. 

Lee was outyielded by all varieties in 1950, but further tests will be necessary to 
determine whether or not it will be useful under Saskatchewan conditions. 

TABLE NO. 20.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 8G 
(6 satisfactory tests) 


Thatcher Lee Redman Saunders 


Yield in bushels per acre. 


. 31.1 

25.7 

28.8 

29.6 

Days from seeding to ripening. 


. 100.7 

101.2 

101.0 

101.0 

Height of plants in inches. 


. 32.0 

32.8 

33.6 

32.4 

Straw strength (maximum of 10)... 


. 8.9 

9.2 

9.0 

8.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 


. 60.0 

58.4 

59.4 

60.4 

Commercial grades in percentage: 

1 Nor. 

. . 

— 

— 

— 


3 Nor. 

. 14 3 

_ 

14 3 

14.3 


4 Nor. 

. 14.3 

28.6 

14.3 

42.8 


No. 5. 

. 42.8 

14.3 

57.1 

28.6 


No. 6. 

. 28.6 

42.8 

14.3 

14.3 


Feed. 

. . 

14.3 

— 

— 


Necessary difference—1.7 bushels. 

Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 3G 

Because the number of satisfactory tests in Zone 3G in previous years has never 
been sufficient for an individual zone analysis, tests in this zone have usually been 
grouped with those in Zones 3E or 4B. The 1950 season was the first in which Zone 3G 
has been dealt with as an individual unit. 

On this basis Thatcher outyielded all other varieties. In previous years Thatcher 
has shown the same superiority for the zone groups in which Zone 3G was included. 
It is officially recommended for use in this area. 

Saunders placed second in yield during 1950, but its past performance in the general 
area has not been good enough to warrant official recommendation. 

Redman ranked third in yield in 1950. It is not officially recommended for use 
in this zone. 

Lee ranked fourth in yield in Zone 3G during 1950. 


TABLE NO. 21.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 4A 
(5 satisfactory tests) 




Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 

Yield in bushels per acre. 


. 33.9 

31.0 

32.9 

32.6 

Days from seeding to ripening. 


. 104.0 

106.0 

102.0 

102.0 

Height of plants in inches. 


. 37.0 

35.3 

36.3 

37.0 

Straw strength (maximum of 10)... 


. 9.3 

8.4 

8.7 

7.8 

Bushel weight in pounds. 


. 56.6 

54.8 

56.8 

57.2 

Commercial grades in percentage: 

1 Nor. 

. . 

— 

— 

— 


3 Nor. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 


4 Nor. 

. 20.0 

— 

20.0 

20.0 


No. 5. 

. 20.0 

40.0 

40.0 

20.0 


No. 6. 

. 40.0 

40.0 

20.0 

40.0 


Feed. 

. 20.0 

20.0 

20.0 

20.0 


Necessary difference—2.8 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 4A 

Thatcher has outyielded all other varieties in this zone during three of the past 
five years. In one year it was second to Apex 2177 and during 1949 it ranked third. In 
earlier years Thatcher had consistently outyielded the other varieties in this area. It is 
officially recommended for use in Zone 4A. 

Redman placed second in yield in 1950. In each of the three previous years of test¬ 
ing, Redman placed third. It is not recommended for the zone. 
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Saunders placed third in 1950, last in 1948 and 1949, and tied for first place in 
Zone 4A in 1947. Although it normally matures two or three days earlier than Thatcher 
it is doubtful if this advantage is sufficient to offset its generally lower yielding ability. 
Saunders is not officially recommended. 

Lee was lowest in yield in Zone 4A. It was tested by the Wheat Pool for the first 
time in 1950. 


TABLE NO. 22.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 4B 
(6 satisfactory tests) 



Thatcher 

Lee 

Redman 

Saunders 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

. 23.0 

19.3 

21.1 

21.5 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 98.0 

94.0 

92.0 

97.0 

Height of plants in inches. 

. 34.0 

32.0 

33.7 

31.7 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

. 9.2 

8.8 

9.0 

8.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

. 58.0 

57.5 

57.3 

58.2 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 Nor. 

. 16.7 

— 

— 

— 

3 Nor. 

— 

16.7 

16.7 

16.7 

4 Nor. 

— 

— 

— 


No. 5. 

. 50.0 

— 

16.7 

49.9 

No. 6. 

— 

50.0 

33.3 

16.7 

Feed. 

. 33.3 

33.3 

33.3 

16 7 


Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 


Yield Performance During Recent Years—Zone 4B 

Thatcher has given more satisfactory yield results than any other variety in 
Wheat Pool tests during the past five years. In tests against Redman during four years, 
the latter variety outyielded Thatcher by a wide margin in 1946, but failed to equal 
the standard variety in any of the other three years. Thatcher is officially recommended 
for use in Zone 4B. 

Saunders tied with Thatcher for first place in 1947, but during 1948 and 1949 
it was outyielded by all other varieties. In 1950, it placed second, slightly ahead of 
Redman. Saunders is not recommended for use in this zone. 

Redman has been tested four times during the past five years. It outyielded the 
other varieties in 1947 but placed third in each year since that time. It is not recom¬ 
mended for use in Zone 4B. 

Le> was tested for the first time in 1950. It placed fourth in yield in Zone 4B. 


INDIVIDUAL RESULTS 

The results of all successful wheat tests are shown individually in Table No. 23. 
The tests are listed in order of Wheat Pool districts and sub-districts. The zone in which 
each test was analyzed is shown under the column headed “Cereal Variety Zone.” 
Before consulting the following table the reader is advised to refer to the discussion on 
page 7 headed, “Facts To Be Remembered In Reading And Studying Results.” 



Raymond Rainbow of Hodgeville and the sheaves from his variety test. 
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TABLE NO. 23 


Individual Summarized Results of All Tests—Wheat 




WHEAT POOL 

DISTRICT 1 





Cereal 

Variety Sub- 

Zone Dist. Dist 

Test 

design 

nation Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed¬ 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in Straw 

inches strength 

Lbs. per 
meas¬ 
ured 
bushel 

Com¬ 

mercial 

grades 

Grading 

remarks 


ROBERT and MURRAY 

GILMER, CARIEVALE 




3A. 1 I 

A 

Thatcher. 

12.1 

— 

— 

8.0 

58 

No. 5 

F., G., I. 



Lee. 

20.2 

— 

— 

9.0 

60 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 



Redman. 

15.8 

— 

— 

9.0 

57 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 



Saunders. 

11.1 

_ 


8.2 

55 

No. 5 

F., G I 

Necessary difference—1.0 bushel. 











MELVIN A. 

BELMORE, REDVERS 





3 A. 1 2 

A 

Thatcher. 

30.0 

104 

33 

10.0 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., G., I. 



Lee. 

36.2 

105 

34 

6.0 

63 


F., G. 



Redman. 

36.8 

100 

32 

10.0 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Saunders. 

24.4 

104 

32 

10.0 

62 


F., I. 

lest damaged. Yields not used in zone summaries. 










DONALD 

MORRISH, OXBOW 





3A. 1 3 

A 

Thatcher. 

16.6 

119 

_ 

8.0 

52 


F., I. 



Lee. 

22.4 

118 

— 

9.0 

53 


F. 



Redman. 

22.6 

119 

— 

9.0 

54 


F., I. 



Saunders. 

15.8 

118 

_ 

7.0 

53 


F., I. 

Necessary difference—2.5 bushels. 











DONALD TURK, HIRSCH 





2 A. 1 4 

A 

Thatcher. 

5.4 

_ 

_ 

_ 

48 


F. 



Lee. 

6.6 

— 

— 

_ 

47 


F. 



Redman. 

8.9 

— 

— 

_ 

50 


F. 



Rescue. 

6.4 

_ 

_ 


49 


F. 

Damaged by livestock. Yields not used in zone summaries. 









REGINALD V. MATTHIES, 

BRYANT 





2A. 1 5 

A 

Thatcher. 

21.4 

106 

36 

8.0 

60 

No. 5 

F. 



Lee. 

23.3 

106 

35 

5.0 

60 

No. 5 

F. 



Redman. 

21.9 

108 

38 

7.0 

59 

No. 5.. 

F. 



Rescue. 

21 .4 

106 

41 

10.0 

60 

No. 5 

F. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









CORRINNE 

J. SWENSON, 

MIDALE 





2 A. 1 6 

A 

Thatcher. 

21.4 

— 

— 

9.8 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 



Lee. 

18.9 

— 

— 

8.8 

47 


F. 



Redman. 

20.7 

— 

— 

9.4 

50 

Feed 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

16.0 

— 

_ 

8.0 

50 


F. 

Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 











PETER J. McKELKIE, BROMHEAD 





2 A. 1 7 

A 

Thatcher. 

30.7 

— 

31 

9.0 

63 


I. 



Lee. 

28.4 

— 

28 

6.6 

64 

3 Nor. 

I. 



Redman. 

27.7 

— 

32 

7.2 

61 

4 Nor. 

I. 



Rescue. 

28.9 

_ 

33 

10.0 

63 


I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









LOUIS A. 

RICHAUD, FORGET 





2A. 1 9 

A 

Thatcher. 

13 4 

117 

40 

10.0 

48 

Feed 

F., I. 



Lee. 

22.7 

117 

37 

10.0 

48 

Feed 

F., I. 



Redman. 

19.1 

115 

40 

10.0 

49 

Feed 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

13.5 

117 

42 

7.4 

49 


F., I. 

Necessary difference—2.7 bushels. 











ERNEST DEBUSSCHERE, STOUGHTON 




2A. 1 9 

C 

Thatcher. 

17.1 

106 

41 

6.2 

54 

No. 5 

F., I. 



Lee. 

20.7 

109 

40 

5.8 • 

52 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 



Redman. 

16.7 

107 

40 

6.4 

49 

Feed 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

13.8 

107 

44 

5.0 

52 


F., I. 

Necessary difference—3.5 bushels. 









Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, 

Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


2A. 1 8 

A 

Ralph L. Coltart, Weyburn. 
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WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 2 


Cereal Test 

Variety Sub- desig- 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed¬ 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas- Com¬ 
ured mercial 
bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 


ANNA E. . 

APPEL QUIST, NEPTUNE 




2A. 2 1 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 45.3 

101 

36 

10.0 

65 

1 Nor. 

S.I. 


Lee. 

.. 40.3 

107 

35 

3.0 

64 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Redman. 

.. 41.8 

101 

34 

9.0 

65 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

.. 42.8 

104 

38 

3.0 

65 

1 Nor. 

S.I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








HAZEL J. CHESNEY 

, STRATHALLEN 




1A. 2 5 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 10.6 

103 

22 

8.4 

60 

3 Nor. 

F„ G. 


Lee. 

8.9 

102 

23 

8.8 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 10.9 

104 

23 

8.4 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Rescue. 

.. 10.6 

101 

23 

8.4 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








MELVA E. 

. SCHOBERT, MELAVAL 





1A. 2 6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 32.0 

— 

— 

7.8 

64 

1 Nor. 

_ 


Lee. 

.. 28.7 

— 

— 

7.8 

63 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Redman. 

.. 27.5 

— 

— 

7.8 

64 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

.. 30.0 

— 

— 

9.8 

65 

1 Nor. 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








CARL 

KLEIN, 

LIMERICK 





1A. 2 7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 18.0 

— 

36 

_ 

59 

2 Nor. 

— 


Lee. 

.. 15.5 

— 

26 

— 

59 

2 Nor. 

— 


Redman. 

.. 18.4 

— 

35 

— 

57 

3 Nor. 

_ 


Rescue. 

.. 17.5 

— 

36 

— 

61 

2 Nor. 

i. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








ALLAN J 

r. LOWES, ASSINIBOIA 





1A. 2 8 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 27.2 

— 

28 

7.0 

60 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Lee. 

.. 24.4 

— 

28 

5.0 

62 

1 Nor. 

— 


Redman. 

.. 23.2 

— 

28 

9.0 

59 

3 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

.. 25.0 

— 

30 

8.0 

62 

1 Nor. 

— 

Necessary difference—2.1 bushels. 










RODNEY E. 

A. DAHLMAN, 

READLYN 




1A. 2 8 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 12.3 

— 

— 

— 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 


Lee. 

.. 11.1 

— 

— 

— 

61 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 13.6 

— 

— 

— 

57 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 


Rescue. 

.. 15.9 

— 

— 

— 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—1.1 bushels. 










JOHN C. LEONARD, OGEMA 





1A. 2 9 A 

Thatcher. 

9.8 

_ 

— 

_ 

62 

4 Nor. 

F.G., I. 


Lee. 

.. 10.7 

— 

— 

— 

61 

No. 5 

F.. G. 


Redman. 

.. 10.6 

— 

— 

— 

61 

No. 5 F..G..I..S.E. 


Rescue. 

8.7 

— 

— 

— 

63 

4 Nor. 

F., G., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








BENNIE SMITH, KHEDIVE 





2A. 2 10 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 33.2 

115 

35 

8.6 

63 

4 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

.. 30.4 

112 

34 

7.6 

64 

3 Nor. 

S.F., G„ I. 


Redman. 

.. 32.8 

113 

35 

9.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F.,G„ I. 


Rescue. 

.. 31.0 

113 

35 

5.8 

64 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








VERNON 

I. LOUCKS, PANGMAN 





2A. 2 10 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 14.5 

90 

18 

9.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., BI. 


Lee. 

.. 11.1 

89 

18 

9.0 

62 

4 Nor 

F„ Bl. 


Redman. 

.. 10.5 

92 

18 

8.6 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., Bl 


Rescue. 

9.2 

90 

18 

9.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—2.6 bushels. 










WHEAT 

POOL 

DISTRICT 3 





GORDON 

F. COWIE, MANKOTA 





1A. 3 1 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 18.5 

— 

— 

— 

57 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

.. 15.0 

— 

— 

— 

58 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 15.6 

— 

— 

— 

56 

No. 6 

F.,G„ I. 


Rescue. 

.. 14.8 

— 

— 

— 

58 

No. 5 

F.. G„ I. 

No significant grain yieldjdifference between varieties. 
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Wheat Pool District 3 —Continued 


Cereal Test 

Variety Sub- desig- 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed' 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas' Com' 
ured mercial Grading 
bushel grades remarks 

1A. . 3 I B 

Necessary difference—1.9 bushels. 

WILBUR 

Thatcher. 

Lee. 

Redman. 

Rescue. 

D. WILSON, McCORD 

.. 9.8 — — 

.. 10.2 — — 

..11.1 — — 

7.5 — — 

_ 

49 

51 

49 

53 

Feed 
No. 6 
Feed 
No. 5 

Sh. 

Sh. 

Sh. 

Sh. 


P. JACK ORR, 

BRONCHO 





1A. 3 2 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 45.6 

— 

— 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Lee. 

.. 35.8 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

F„ 1. 


Redman. 

.. 36.6 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

F„ I. 


Rescue. 

.. 37.7 

— 

— 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—1.8 bushels. 










JACK A. 

DAVIDSON, PONTEIX 





1A. 3 2 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 24.3 

_ 

24 

8.0 

62 

2 Nor. 

F., I. 


Lee. 

.. 18.3 

— 

24 

7.2 

63 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 19.4 

— 

24 

7.8 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., G., I. 


Rescue. 

.. 17.8 

— 

26 

7.6 

64 

2 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 










RODNEY A. HYAM, CLAYDON 





1C. 3 4 A 

Thatcher. 

3.7 

_ 

_ 

_ 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G. f I. 


Lee. 

2.8 

— 

— 

— 

54 

No. 6 

F..G..I. 


Redman. 

2.6 

— 

— 

— 

55 

No. 6 

F.. G.. I. 


Rescue. 

.7 

— 

— 

— 

(A) 

(E) No. 6— 

Necessary difference—0.9 bushel. 










DONALD E. NEELY, CARNAGH 





2C. 3 6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 25.3 

115 

38 

9.0 

51 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 19.3 

123 

37 

9.0 

52 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 23.9 

113 

37 

9.2 

53 

No. 6 

F„ G. 


Rescue. 

.. 20.1 

114 

38 

9.2 

51 

Feed 

F. 

Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 










ROBERT 

S. ARENDT, EASTEND 





1C. 3 6 B 

Thatcher. 

5.0 

— 

20 

10.0 

55 

No. 6 

F„ G. 


Lee. 

3.4 

— 

18 

10.0 

45 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

3.6 

— 

19 

9.8 

46 

Feed 

F. 


Rescue. 

2.8 

— 

20 

10.0 

55 

No. 6 

F„ G. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








JOHN W. REBBECK, SOUTH FORK 




1A. 3 7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 13.0 

107 

26 

10.0 

54 

No. 6 

F„ G„ I. 


Lee. 

.. 10.7 

117 

27 

10.0 

52 

No. 6 

F., G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 14.3 

107 

27 

8.0 

53 

No. 6 

F„ G., I. 


Rescue. 

.. 10.2 

107 

28 

10.0 

53 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 

Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 










JACK B 

. NIELSON, EASTEND 





1A. 3 7 B 

Thatcher. 

3.5 

— 

— 

— 

54 

No. 5 

F., I., Sh. 


Lee. 

3.7 

— 

— 

— 

53 

No. 5 

F., I., Sh. 


Redman. 

3.8 

— 

— 

— 

55 

No. 5 

F., I., Sh. 


Rescue. 

.. 2.8 

— 

— 

— 

54 

No. 5 

F., I., Sh. 

Necessary difference—0.4 bushel. 










ALLAN R. OLIVER, CRICHTON 





1A... 3 9 A 

Thatcher. 

9.0 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

BI., F. 


Lee. 

4.5 

— 

— 

— 

60 

4 Nor. 

Bl., G., F. 


Redman. 

5.7 

— 

— 

— 

59 

3 Nor. 

BI.. F. 


Rescue. 

2.3 

— 

— 

— 

61 

3 Nor. 

Bl.. F. 

Necessary difference—1.5 bushels. 










DANIEL J. G. RTJEST, ADMIRAL 





1A. 3 9 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 25.2 

103 

31 

10.0 

58 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

.. 19.9 

109 

34 

9.0 

54 

No. 6 

F„ G., 1. 


Redman. 

.. 23.6 

105 

32 

10.0 

55 

No. 5 

F„ G„ I. 


Rescue. 

.. 17.2 

107 

35 

10.0 

56 

No. 5 

F., G., I. 

Necessary difference—3.4 bushels. 









LLOYD E. CARPENTER, HAZENMORE 




1A. 3 10 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 12.5 

99 

24 

7.8 

43 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 14.9 

101 

24 

9.0 

45 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 10.7 

99 

24 

7.0 

43 

Feed 

F. 


Rescue. 

.. 6.9 

104 

24 

7.0 

45 

Feed 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.3 bushels. 










(A)=Insufficient to calculate bushel weight. 
(E)=Estimated grade. 
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Wheat Pool District 3 —Continued 


Yield Days Plant Lbs. per 

Cereal Test bus. seed* height meas-* Com- 

Variety Sub- design per ing to in Straw ured mercial Grading 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation Varieties acre ripening inches strength bushel grades remarks 


DONALD L. TURGEON, KINCAID 


1A. 

. 3 

10 

B 

Thatcher. 

.. 14.6 

104 

— 

— 

57 

3 Nor. 

Sh. 





Lee. 

.. 13.5 

99 

— 

— 

57 

3 Nor. 

Sh. 





Redman. 

.. 13.6 

98 

— 

— 

56 

4 Nor. 

Sh. 





Rescue. 

.. 13.1 

104 

— 

— 

58 

3 Nor. 

Sh. 


Necessary difference—.6 bushel. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


1A. 3 3 A Robert H. Plant, Bracken. 

1C. 3 4 B George G. Gilbertson, Frontier. 

1C. 3 5 A Eiliv H. Anderson, Robsart. 

1C. 3 5 B Kenneth B. Wenaas, Robsart. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 4 


SHIRLEY A. MOCH, HATTON 


IB. 4 2 A Thatcher. 15.3 

Lee. 14.4 

Redman. 13.2 

Rescue. 14.1 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 

1 1 II 

1 II 1 

ll I I 

56 

59 

54 

58 

4 Nor. 

3 Nor. 
No. 5 

3 Nor. 

I. 

I. 



H. DEAN MORTENSEN, GULL LAKE 





1A. 4 

4 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 12.1 

— 15 

9.0 

64 

2 Nor. 

F„ I. 



Lee. 

8.6 

— 15 

9.4 

63 

4 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 



Redman. 

.. 10.2 

— 18 

9.4 

62 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 



Rescue. 

7.1 

— 16 

9.4 

64 

2 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.2 bushels. 









KENNETH J. 

SAWBY, 

GOLDEN PRAIRIE 




IB. 4 

6 A 

Thatcher. 

9.2 

— — 

— 

58 

4 Nor. 

I. 



Lee. 

8.8 

— — 

— 

59 

No. 5 

F., I. 



Redman. 

8.9 

— — 

— 

56 

No. 5 

I. 



Rescue. 

8.2 

— — 

— 

59 

4 Nor. 

I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








CLARENCE ALBRECHT, LINACRE 





IB. 4 

7 A 

Thatcher. 

3.4 

82 17 

7.2 

62 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Lee. 

2.2 

78 13 

7.8 

60 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Redman. 

3.1 

80 15 

6.4 

60 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Rescue. 

3.4 

81 16 

9.0 

61 

2 Nor. 

1. 

Necessary difference— 

-.7 bushel. 










LAWRENCE W. PUD WELL, RICHMOUND 




IB. 4 

7 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 10.1 

— 16 

8.8 

61 

No. 5 

F. 



Lee. 

.. 5.8 

— 15 

8.8 

61 

No. 5 

F. 



Redman. 

7.5 

— 16 

9.0 

59 

No. 5 

F. 



Rescue. 

... 7.3 

— 17 

8.6 

61 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference—2.4 bushels. 










CHARLES E. MARTIN, SCEPTRE 





1A. 4 

9 A 

Thatcher. 

... 6.1 

— — 

— 

52 

No. 6 

F„ G. 



Lee. 

... 5.3 

— — 

— 

50 

Feed 

F., G. 



Redman. 

6.6 

— — 

— 

53 

Feed 

F., G. 



Rescue. 

... 6.5 

— — 

— 

53 

No. 6 

F., G. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








CLIFFORD FYKE, SCEPTRE 





1A. 4 

9 B 

Thatcher. 

... 4.7 

_ — 

— 

57 

No. 5 

B1.,D.,G.,F. 



Lee. 

... 3.8 

— — 

— 

56 

No. 5 

Bl., G., F, 



Redman. 

4.6 

— — 

— 

55 

No. 5 

Bl„ G„ F. 



Rescue. 

... 5.0 

— — 

— 

57 

4 Nor. 

Bl., G. 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


IB. 4 1 A Ernest W. Earl, Side wood. 

1A. 4 4 B Ralph Cooke, Carmichael. 

1A. 4 10 A Daryl Heron, Shackleton. 

1A. 4 10 B Don M. Anderson, Hazlet. 
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WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 5 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone Dist 

Test 
Sub- desig- 
Dist. nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed¬ 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas- Com¬ 
ured mercial Grading 
bushel grades remarks 



JAMES R. 

NOBLE, 

MITCHELLTON 




1A. 5 

1 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 24.1 

— 

— . 

— 

65 

3 Nor. 

F. 



Lee. 

.. 21.1 

— 

— 

— 

65 

3 Nor. 

F. 



Redman. 

.. 21.0 

— 

— 

— 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

.. 21.4 

— 

— 

— 

66 

2 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.1 bushels. 










EDMUND G. and GERALD E. JACOB, ST. BOSWELLS 



1A. 5 

2 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 20.2 

95 

21 

8.4 

62 

2 Nor. 

Bl. S.F. 



Lee. 

.. 16.6 

95 

19 

9.6 

60 

2 Nor. 

Bl., S.F. 



Redman. 

.. 19.8 

96 

21 

9.0 

62 

2 Nor. 

Bl„ S.F. 



Rescue. 

. 16.8 

96 

22 

9.8 

63 

2 Nor. 

Bl., I., S.F. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.0 bushel. 











THOMAS J. RUNCIE, PAMBRUN 





1A. 5 

3 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 26.2 

127 

30 

7.4 

59 

3 Nor. 

Bl.. I. 



Lee. 

.. 25.0 

106 

30 

7.6 

60 

3 Nor. 

Bl. 



Redman. 

.. 24.3 

129 

30 

7.4 

59 

3 Nor. 

Bl., I. 



Rescue. 

.. 21.5 

113 

30 

9.2 

60 

2 Nor. 

Bl. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









DICK G. BROWN, McMAHON 





2C. 5 

4 A 

Thatcher. 

_ 

_ 

36 

9.0 

_ 

_ 

_ 



Lee. 

— 

— 

36 

7.4 

— 

_ 

_ 



Redman. 

— 

— 

34 

9.0 

_ 

— 

_ 



Rescue. 

— 

— 

36 

9.0 

— 

_ 

_ 

Destroyed by frost. 












LEONA 

B. VEER, WALDECK 





1A. 5 

4 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 27.1 

— 

36 

8.4 

60 

3 Nor. 

F. 



Lee. 

.. 23.1 

— 

35 

7.8 

59 

4 Nor. 

F. 



Redman. 

.. 24.2 

— 

35 

8.2 

59 

4 Nor. 

F. 



Rescue. 

.. 28.1 

— 

38 

6.2 

60 

3 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.9 bushels. 










RAYMOND , 

J. RAMBOW, HODGEVILLE 




1A. 5 

5 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 13.5 

— 

_ 

_ 

62 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Lee. 

.. 12.9 

— 

— 

— 

64 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Redman. 

.. 13.6 

— 

— 

— 

61 

4 Nor. 

I. 



Rescue. 

.. 13.4 

— 

— 

— 

64 

2 Nor. 

i. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









CHARLES E. BOX, COURVAL 





1A. 5 

6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 43.1 

100 

36 

7.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 



Lee. 

.. 30.7 

106 

36 

6.0 

59 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Redman. 

... 37.9 

100 

36 

8.0 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 



Rescue. 

.. 38.5 

100 

36 

9.5 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 

Necessary difference— 

-2.1 bushels. 











T. GLYN 

MORGAN, OLD 

WIVES 





1A. 5 

6 C 

Thatcher. 

.. 38.9 

118 

— 

7.2 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 



Lee. 

.. 39.1 

118 

— 

7.6 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 



Redman. 

.. 39.2 

119 

— 

7.2 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

.. 40.6 

118 

— 

9.0 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









CLIVE T. 

CAMPBELL, PARKBEG 





1A. 5 

7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 31.8 

89 

24 

7.8 

63 

3 Nor. 

F. 



Lee. 

.. 29.0 

91 

21 

7.0 

63 

2 Nor. 

F. 



Redman. 

.. 31.0 

91 

23 

6.8 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

.. 30.6 

92 

26 

9.4 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









GRANT S. BUDD, CARON 





2E. 5 

7 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 36.2 

99 

38 

9.2 

64 

4 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 



Lee. 

... 30.1 

100 

36 

10.0 

63 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Redman. 

.. 32.3 

98 

37 

8.8 

63 

4 Nor. 

F.,G„ I. 



Rescue. 

.. 32.5 

99 

38 

8.0 

64 

4 Nor. 

F..G., I. 

Necessary difference—2.3 bushels. 










JOYCE E. and STANLEY T. WELLS, TUXFORD 




2E. 5 

8 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 33.6 

114 

41 

9.6 

58 

No. 5 

F„ G. 



Lee. 

.. 35.5 

123 

46 

9.6 

57 

No. 6 

F., G. 



Redman. 

.. 33.4 

114 

32 

10.0 

58 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Rescue. 

.. 36.5 

114 

45 

8.8 

59 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.8 bushels. 
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Wheat Pool District 5 —Continued 


Cereal Test 

Variety Sub- desig- 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation 

Varieties 

Yield Days 
bus. seed- 

per ing to 

acre ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas¬ 
ured 
bushel 

Com¬ 

mercial 

grades 

Grading 

remarks 


DONALD 

G. NASH, EYEBROW 





2B. 5 8 B 

Thatcher. 

10.3 

— 

26 

7.2 

62 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Lee. 

9.6 

— 

23 

9.0 

60 

No. 5 

F. 


Redman. 

11.2 

— 

26 

8.4 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 


Rescue. 

12.1 

— 

28 

7.4 

62 

3 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.2 bushels. 










GORDON E. MAY, SECRETAN 





1A. 5 9 B 

Thatcher. 

42.1 

118 

36 

10.0 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., Bl. 


Lee. 

37.7 

124 

29 

9.8 

59 

3 Nor. 

F., Bl., I. 


Redman. 

36.5 

123 

34 

10.0 

59 

3 Nor. 

F., Bl., I. 


Rescue. 

40.5 

120 

38 

8.8 

62 

2 Nor. 

S.F., Bl., I. 

Necessary difference—3.0 bushels. 










JAMES C. 

McKAY, 

LOG VALLEY 





1A. 5 10 A 

Thatcher. 

11.3 

108 

20 

5.0 

60 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Lee. 

10.2 

111 

19 

8.8 

61 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Redman. 

11.6 

108 

20 

8.0 

60 

3 Nor. 

F„ I. 


Rescue. 

12.2 

108 

24 

10.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., I., Pk. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








HENRY UNGER 

, ERNFOLD 





1A. 5 10 B 

Thatcher. 

35.3 

99 

31 

8.6 

64 

3 Nor. 

F..G..I. 


Lee. 

. 25.1 

104 

29 

7.4 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 


Redman. 

. 29.1 

102 

33 

8.6 

64 

3 Nor. 

F..G..I. 


Rescue. 

. 20.8 

100 

28 

9.4 

65 

3 Nor. 

F„ G„ I. 

Necessary difference—5.4 bushels. 









Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought 

;, Pests, 

Frost, or Other Causes 


1A. 5 1 A 

Helmut Eisen, Mitchellton. 






1A. 5 9 A 

Marjory A. Gooding, Central Butte. 






WHEAT POOL 

DISTRICT 6 





JOHN W. TOBIAS, VIBANK 





3C. 6 2 A 

Thatcher. 

. 13.8 

110 

_ 

_ 

63 

No. 5 

F. 


Lee. 

9.4 

110 

— 

— 

61 

No. 6 

F. 


Redman. 

. 12.4 

107 

— 

— 

62 

No. 5 

F. 


Saunders. 

. 13.0 

109 

— 

— 

63 

4 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.1 bushels. 










FRANK SATTLER 

, MILESTONE 





2E. 6 3 A 

Thatcher. 

. 28.1 

94 

_ 

9.6 

64 

2 Nor. 

G„ I. 


Lee. 

. 26.9 

92 

— 

6.4 

64 

3 Nor. 

F„ G„ I. 


Redman. 

. 27.1 

95 

— 

9.3 

63 

3 Nor. 

F„ G„ I. 


Rescue. 

. 27.6 

95 

— 

9.8 

65 

2 Nor. 

G., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







WILFRED R. G 

. FILAZEK, SPRING VALLEY 




1A. 6 4 A 

Thatcher. 

. 34.6 

_ 

30 

_ 

65 

2 Nor. 

1. 


Lee. 

. 29.6 

— 

29 

— 

65 

1 Nor. 

— 


Redman. 

. 29.4 

— 

30 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

. 28.9 

— 

31 

— 

65 

2 Nor. 

I. 

Necessary difference—1.4 bushels. 










M. DOREEN JEFFERY, BRIERCREST 




1A. 6 6 A 

Thatcher. 

. 46.5 

— 

33 

8.8 

65 

1 Nor. 

_ 


Lee. 

. 39.1 

— 

33 

8.6 

64 

1 Nor. 

— 


Redman. 

. 39.2 

— 

34 

8.8 

63 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

. 37.8 

— 

34 

8.4 

65 

1 Nor. 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








BOB L. PITTENDRIGH, ZEHNER 





2E. 6 7 A 

Thatcher. 

. 20.3 

109 

33 

9.2 

64 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Lee. 

. 13.0 

109 

33 

7.4 

62 

3 Nor. 

F„ G. 


Redman. 

. 14.4 

105 

31 

8.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

F„ G. 


Rescue. 

. 22.9 

109 

34 

8.0 

64 

2 Nor. 

I. 

Necessary difference—2.2 bushels. 










KENNETH 

J. TURPIN, SINTALUTA 




3C. 6 8 A 

Thatcher. 

. 41.0 

— 

_ 

_ 

59 

4 Nor. 

I. 


Lee. 

. 44.7 

— 

— 

— 

56 

No. 5 

I. 


Redman. 

. 40.8 

— 

— 

— 

59 

4 Nor. 

I. 


Saunders. 

. 36.4 

— 

— 

— 

58 

4 Nor. 

I. 

Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 
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Wheat Pool District 6 — Continued 




Yield 

Days 

Plant 


Lbs. per 



Cereal 

Test 

bus. 

seed- 

height 


meas- 

Com- 


Variety Sub- 

desig- 

per 

ing to 

in Straw 

ured 

mercial 

Grading 

Zone Dist. Dist. 

nation Varieties 

acre 

ripening 

inches strength 

bushel 

grades 

remarks 


CLIFFORD , 

A. GORBY, INDIAN HEAD 




30. 6 8 

B Thatcher. 

.. 13.8 

— 

— 

_ 

62 

2 Nor. 

F., I. 


Lee. 

.. 17.4 

— 

— 

— 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Redman. 

.. 15.7 

— 

— 

— 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 11.4 

— 

— 

— 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—3.3 bushels. 









WILLIAM J. MLAZGAR, 

, FORT 

QU’APPELLE 




30. 6 9 

A Thatcher. 

.. 30.2 

— 

— 

_ 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Lee. 

.. 25.7 

— 

— 

— 

56 

No. 6 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 29.6 

— 

— 

— 

59 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Saunders. 

.. 31.2 

— 

— 

— 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—1.9 bushels. 









RAYMOND J. KISTNER, 

DISLEY 





2B. 6 10 

A Thatcher. 

.. 10.7 

— 

15 

6.8 

59 

3 Nor. 

I. 


Lee. 

... 10.3 

— 

15 

7.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

I. 


Redman. 

9.6 

— 

15 

6.8 

59 

3 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

.. 10.4 

— 

16 

7.4 

62 

2 Nor. 

I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








JAMES E. 

McKECHNIE, BETHUNE 





21!. 6 10 

B Thatcher. 

.. 14.1 

87 

18 

9.0 

64 

1 Nor. 

_ 


Lee. 

.. 11.8 

86 

18 

9.0 

63 

2 Nor. 

i. 


Redman. 

.. 12.9 

87 

18 

9.0 

63 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

.. 10.4 

88 

18 

9.4 

64 

1 Nor. 

_ 

Necessary difference—1.1 bushels. 









WHEAT 

POOL 

DISTRICT 7 






DICK F 

. THOMPSON, KELSO 





3 A. 7 1 

A Thatcher. 

.. 19.3 

107 

43 

9.0 

60 

4 Nor. 

S.F., G., I. 


Lee. 

... 26.5 

111 

45 

5.0 

62 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 24.4 

106 

48 

9.0 

62 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 15.6 

105 

46 

9.0 

59 

3 Nor. 

S.F., G., I 

Necessary difference—2.5 bushels. 









L. JACK 

LEMOINE, MOOSOMIN 





3B. 7 2 

A Thatcher. 

.. 11.5 

110 

30 

10.0 

61 

3 Nor. 

F„ G„ I. 


Lee. 

... 14.0 

106 

28 

10.0 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 12.0 

108 

28 

10.0 

60 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Saunders. 

9.8 

111 

28 

10.0 

58 


F., G. 

Damaged by hail. Yields not used in zone summaries. 








T. ELVIN AXTEN, MOOSOMIN 





31!. 7 2 

B Thatcher. 

.. 15.7 

_ 

41 

6.0 

56 

4 Nor. 

F., S.I. 


Lee. 

.. 28.0 

— 

39 

8.0 

60 

3 Nor. 

f.,g., r. 


Redman. 

.. 17.8 

— 

42 

7.0 

53 

No. 5 

F., G„ Sh. 


Saunders. 

.. 8.5 

— 

37 

5.0 

48 

Feed 

F., Sh. 

Necessary difference—2.7 bushels. 









R. B. ROSS CLEMENTS, VANDURA 





3A. 7 3 

A Thatcher. 

.. 23.1 

102 

40 

9.0 

61 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Lee. 

... 26.8 

114 

42 

8.2 

63 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 25.2 

98 

41 

8.8 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 18.9 

98 

40 

9.0 

60 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—2.6 bushels. 









DONALD G. 

OLAFSON, WINDTHORST 




3A. 7 4 

A Thatcher. 

7.7 

_ 

36 

9.0 

41 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

... 12.6 

— 

40 

9.0 

44 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 10.3 

— 

36 

9.0 

44 

Feed 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 7.9 

— 

36 

9.0 

43 


F. 

Necessary difference—.9 bushel. 









LYALLE E. 

D. PURDON, CREELMAN 





2A. 7 5 

A Thatcher. 

.. 16.8 

— 

37 

7.0 

53 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

.. 20.1 

— 

33 

8.0 

52 


F. 


Redman. 

.. 18.2 

— 

35 

8.0 

52 


F.,G., I. 


Rescue. 

.. 21.8 

— 

36 

10.0 

55 


F., G. 

Necessary difference—1.6 bushels. 
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Wheat Pool District 7 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone Dist. 

Test 

Sub* design 

Dist. nation Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed' 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches ; 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas' Com' 
ured mercial Grading 
bushel grades remarks 


JOE ERZA, ' 

CANDIAC 





3A. 7 

6 A Thatcher. 

5.3 

— 

— 

— 

43 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

... 5.7 

— 

— 

— 

42 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

7.7 

— 

— 

— 

43 

Feed 

F. 


Saunders. 

6.5 

— 

— 

— 

45 

Feed 

F. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.2 bushels. 









ROBERT J. ARCHER, BROADVIEW 





3A. 7 

7 A Thatcher. 

.. 29.6 

97 

— 

9.0 

57 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

... 32.6 

96 

— 

4.4 

56 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

... 29.6 

97 

— 

9.0 

56 

No. 6 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 25.7 

99 

— 

9.0 

58 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference— 

-2.2 bushels. 









THOMAS D. EDE, 

WHITEWOOD 





3C. 7 

8 A Thatcher. 

.. 15.2 

112 

38 

9.8 

58 

No. 5 

F., G., B1 


Lee. 

... 21.5 

112 

38 

7.6 

54 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 18.6 

112 

39 

9.4 

56 

No. 5 

F„ G., Bl. 


Saunders. 

.. 15.6 

110 

35 

10.0 

58 

No. 5 

F., G., Bl. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.4 bushels. 









FRED W. 

BASELEY JR., SPY HILL 




3B. 7 

9 A Thatcher. 

.. 30.0 

82 

45 

10.0 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Lee. 

... 30.8 

87 

40 

9.0 

61 

No. 5 

F., V.G. 


Redman. 

... 31.6 

86 

44 

10.0 

62 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Saunders. 

.. 26.4 

82 

39 

10.0 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., V.G. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.4 bushels. 









ROBERT C 

. LANDINE, STOCKHOLM 




3C. 7 

10 A Thatcher. 

.. 29.3 

— 

— 

— 

61 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

... 35.4 

— 

— 

— 

59 

4 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 29.1 

— 

— 

— 

57 

4 Nor. 

F.,G„ I. 


Saunders. 

.. 30.9 

— 

— 

— 

58 

3 Nor. 

Bl., S.I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








VERNON 

L. MILLER, LEMBERG 





3C. 7 

11 A Thatcher. 

.. 29.5 

109 

31 

9.2 

59 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

... 27.6 

111 

29 

9.4 

59 

No. 6 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 27.5 

110 

29 

8.6 

60 

No. 5 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 24.8 

109 

30 

8.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.9 bushels. 









WHEAT POOL 

DISTRICT 8 





AMBROSIE SOBKOW, CALDER 





3B. 8 

1 A Thatcher. 

.. 27.9 

— 

— 

— 

58 

No. 5 

F„ 1. 


Lee. 

.. 22.0 

— 

— 

— 

56 

No. 6 

F.,G., I 


Redman. 

.. 30.5 

— 

— 

— 

59 

No. 5 

F., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 28.7 

— 

— 

— 

60 

No. 5 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—3.3 bushels. 









ELMER HABERSTOCK, CHURCHBRIDGE 




3B. 8 

1 B Thatcher. 

.. 27.2 

106 

37 

8.6 

58 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 28.5 

106 

37 

9.0 

56 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 30.3 

105 

37 

8.8 

57 

No. 6 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 29.8 

106 

34 

8.2 

59 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference— 1.5 bushels. 









JAMES 

ROONEY 

, SALTCOATS 





3B. 8 

2 A Thatcher. 

.. 28.0 

— 

— 

— 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Lee. 

.. 30.3 

— 

— 

— 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 27.7 

— 

— 

— 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., G., S.E. 


Saunders. 

.. 26.1 

— 

— 

— 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








WALTER H. LUMB, DUFF 





3C. 8 

3 A Thatcher. 

.. 21.7 

— 

34 

10.0 

51 

No. 6 

F., I. 


Lee. 

.. 24.4 

— 

36 

5.0 

48 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 29.6 

— 

36 

8.0 

52 

No. 6 

F., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 22.8 

— 

34 

8.0 

50 

Feed 

F., G. 

Necessary difference— 

-2.5 bushels. 









EDWIN MITRENGA, MELVILLE 





3C. 8 

3 B Thatcher. 

.. 20.6 

— 

— 

— 

55 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 



.. 23.2 

— 

— 

— 

54 

No. 6 

F.,G.. I. 


Redman. 

.. 19.0 

— 

— 

— 

55 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 19.7 

— 

— 

— 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G„ 1. 

Necessary difference— 

-1.7 bushels. 
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Wheat Pool District 8 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone Dist. 

Test 
Sub- desig- 
Dist nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed¬ 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas- Com¬ 
ured mercial 
bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 



GERALD SMERCHYNSKI, YORKTON 




3C.. . 8 

4 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 15.9 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

G., I. 



Lee. 

.. 16.6 

— 

— 

— 

62 

4 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 



Redman. 

.. 16.7 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

G., I. 



Saunders. 

.. 14.3 

— 

— 

— 

63 

2 Nor. 

G., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









DONALD BERNDT, VEREGIN 





3B. 8 

5 C 

Thatcher. 

.. 34.7 

104 

36 

10.0 

58 

No. 5 

F., I 



Lee. 

.. 29.7 

104 

35 

10.0 

54 

Feed 

F. 



Redman. 

.. 33.2 

101 

36 

10.0 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G., I 



Saunders. 

.. 31.5 

103 

35 

10.0 

57 

No. 5 

F., G., 1. 

Necessary difference— 

-2.1 bushels. 










DIANNE AND 

PAUL PROKOPIUK, BURGIS 




3B. 8 

6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 19.7 

113 

36 

2.0 

65 

1 Nor. 

S.I. 



Lee. 

.. 16.8 

— 

33 

3.0 

63 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 



Redman. 

.. 16.3 

110 

34 

3.0 

64 

2 Nor. 

S.F., I. 



Saunders. 

.. 18.2 

106 

33 

3.0 

64 

1 Nor. 

S.I. 

Necessary difference- 

-1.9 bushels. 











METRO WALCHUK, AMSTERDAM 




3B. 8 

6 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 23.4 

— 

— 

— 

52 

No. 6 

F., G., Sh- 



Lee. 

.. 22.8 

— 

— 

— 

53 

No. 6 

F., G., Sh 



Redman. 

.. 22.3 

— 

— 

— 

53 

No. 6 

F., G„ Sh. 



Saunders. 

.. 23.3 

— 

— 

— 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G„ I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









BILL 

SAMCHUK, RAMA 





3B. 8 

7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 39.8 

115 

44 

5.8 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 



Lee. 

.. 39.7 

114 

44 

2.0 

53 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 



Redman. 

.. 44.9 

113 

44 

5.4 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 



Saunders. 

.. 43.6 

114 

42 

3.8 

57 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 

Samples bulked. Yields not used in zone summaries. 









LEVENTINE OCHITWA, NOR QUAY. 




3B. 8 

9 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 55.3 

106 

30 

6.8 

62 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Lee. 

,.. 51.3 

111 

36 

5.2 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Redman. 

.. 55.3 

106 

30 

6.8 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 



Saunders. 

. 58.6 

108 

30 

6.6 

62 

4 Nor. 

F„ G. 

Necessary difference- 

-2.9 bushels. 











ALLAN A. LISTER, PELLY 





4A. 8 

10 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 41.7 

— 

— 

10.0 

46 

Feed 

F. 



Lee. 

.. 37.8 

— 

— 

9.0 

46 

Feed 

F. 



Redman. 

.. 38.6 

— 

— 

8.0 

47 

Feed 

F. 



Saunders. 

.. 41.3 

— 

— 

5.0 

48 

Feed 

F. 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


3B. 8 5 A Francis E. Penniston, Togo. 

3B. 8 8 A Edward G. Tunbridge, Preeceville. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 9 

WILMA E. EYRE, ITUNA 


3C. 9 

Necessary difference- 

1 A 

—1.0 bushel. 

Thatcher. 

Lee. 

Redman. 

Saunders. 

6.3 

7.9 

6.8 

8.2 

109 

104 

109 

107 

33 

32 

33 

32 

— 

44 

46 

44 

46 

Feed 

Feed 

Feed 

Feed 

F., I. 

F., I. 

F., I. 

F., I. 



ROBERT 

J. NESBITT, 

CUPAR 





3C. 9 

2 A 

Thatcher. 

25.9 

98 

34 

9.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F„ G. 



Lee. 

22.2 

99 

30 

9.0 

60 

No. 5 

B.F. 



Redman. 

24.4 

99 

34 

8.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 



Saunders. 

23.5 

100 

32 

8.0 

63 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








CLIFFORD W. AND EDWARD 

C. 

N. BECKETT, ENID 




2B. 9 

2 C 

Thatcher. 

29.2 

— 

38 

8.4 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., 1. 



Lee. 

24.7 

— 

35 

5.4 

58 

No. 5 

F., I. 



Redman. 

28.5 

— 

34 

8.2 

60 

No. 5 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

23.0 

— 

36 

7.0 

57 

No. 5 

F., I. 


Necessary difference—1.8 bushels. 


29 























































Wheat Pool District 9 —Continued 


Cereal Test 

Variety Sub' design 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed' 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas- Com- 
ured mercial 
bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 


ERNEST 

ORBAN, PUNNICHY 





3C. 9 3 A 

Thatcher. 

. 20.9 

— 

37 

8.6 

55 

No. 6 

F„ I. 


Lee. 

. 19.0 

— 

34 

8.4 

54 

Feed 

F 


Redman. 

. 23.4 

— 

37 

8.2 

56 

No. 6 

F., I. 


Saunders. 

. 23.0 

— 

35 

6.6 

57 

No. 6 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—1.6 bushels. 










WILLIAM 

L. PARLEE, KELLIHER 





3C. 9 3 B 

Thatcher. 

. 20.2 

107 

25 

8.2 

64 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Lee. 

. 16.3 

106 

25 

7.8 

62 

No. 5 

F. 


Redman. 

. 18.7 

105 

25 

7 8 

63 

4 Nor. 

F. 


Saunders. 

. 20.1 

104 

24 

7.8 

63 

3 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.1 bushels. 










RONALD H. 

FRIZZELL, STRASBOURG 




2B. 9 4 A 

Thatcher. 

. 11.4 

98 

21 

9.0 

60 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Lee. 

. 11.3 

97 

21 

9.6 

62 

1 Nor. 

— 


Redman. 

. 11.5 

97 

21 

9.4 

59 

3 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

. 13.7 

98 

23 

9.8 

61 

1 Nor. 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








KENNETH N. ROCKEL, LANIGAN 




2B. 9 6 A 

Thatcher. 

8.0 

107 

27 

10.0 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Lee. 

5.4 

111 

27 

10.0 

58 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Redman. 

7.0 

107 

27 

9.8 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Rescue. 

7.3 

108 

30 

9.2 

60 

4 Nor 

F., G. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








ROBERT F. EDWARDS, NOKOMIS 




2B. 9 6 D 

Thatcher. 

28.5 

96 

27 

10.0 

63 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Lee. 

. 21.6 

99 

26 

9.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F. 


Redman. 

, 26.3 

94 

29 

10.0 

62 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Rescue. 

. 23.5 

97 

27 

10.0 

63 

3 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.5 bushels. 










RONALD A. MOAR, SEMANS 





2B. 9 7 A 

Thatcher. 

22.2 

— 

35 

9.0 

55 

No. 6 

F., I. 


Lee. 

. 23.5 

— 

36 

8.6 

54 

No. 6 

F„ I.,Sh. 


Redman. 

. 20.8 

— 

35 

8.8 

53 

No. 6 

F.,G„ I. 


Rescue. 

. 14.8 

— 

36 

9.0 

54 

No. 5 

F., I 

Necessary difference—2.8 bushels 










NORMAN STUIKE, JANSEN 





3C. 9 8 A 

Thatcher. 

. 38.4 

109 

28 

9.0 

62 

No 5 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

. 36.8 

109 

28 

9.0 

61 

No. 5 

F., G., D 


Redman. 

. 35.4 

109 

28 

9.0 

62 

No. 5 

F.,G., I. 


Saunders. 

. 33.1 

109 

28 

9.0 

62 

4 Nor 

F. f I 

Damaged by livestock. Yields not used in zone summaries. 








WALTER 

R. PERRY, WISHART 





3C. 9 9 A 

Thatcher. 

17.2 

— 

36 

9.0 

56 

No. 6 

F., G., I. 


Lee. 

. 16.9 

— 

36 

9.0 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

. 19.8 

— 

37 

8.0 

57 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 


Saunders. 

, 18.5 

— 

36 

9.0 

57 

No. 6 

F„ G., I. 

Necessary difference—1.3 bushels. 










A. LEON ARNASON, ELFROS 





3C. 9 10 A 

Thatcher. 

. 12.5 

100 

32 

— 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Lee. 

. 17.7 

100 

32 

— 

58 

No. 6 

F., G. 


Redman. 

9.6 

99 

29 

— 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Saunders. 

. 12.4 

100 

30 

— 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Damaged by birds. Yields not used in zone summaries. 







WHEAT POOL 

DISTRICT 

io 





EDWARD F. 

EBERTS, CHAMBERLAIN 




215. 10 1 A 

Thatcher. 

. 24.7 

— 

— 

— 

63 

1 Nor. 

— 


Lee. 

. 21.3 

— 

— 

— 

64 

1 Nor. 

— 


Redman. 

. 21.8 

— 

— 

— 

63 

1 Nor. 

_ 


Rescue. 

. 21.3 

— 

— 

— 

64 

1 Nor. 

— 

Necessary difference—1.2 bushels. 










H. MERLE BISSON, CRAIK 





2B. 10 1 B 

Thatcher. 

. 13.4 

— 

25 

— 

64 

1 Nor. 

S.I. 


Lee. 

. 10.6 

— 

23 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 


Redman. 

. 12.2 

— 

25 

— 

63 

2 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

. 12.4 

— 

27 

— 

65 

1 Nor. 

S.G., I. 

Necessary difference—1.3 bushels. 
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Wheat Pool District 10 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone Dist. 

Test 
Sub- desig- 
Dist. nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed¬ 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Lbs. per 
meas- Corn- 
Straw ured mercial 
strength bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 



WAYNE 

L. WILSON, TUGASKE 





2B. 10 

2 A 

Thatcher. 

7.9 

_ 

22 

_ 

59 

3 Nor. 

I. 



Lee. 

7.3 

— 

20 

— 

62 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Redman. 

9.2 

— 

23 

— 

58 

3 Nor. 

I. 



Rescue. 

8.3 

— 

25 

— 

61 

2 Nor. 

I. 

Necessary difference—.9 bushel. 











JOHN M. 

McDonald, wiseton 





2F.. 10 

4 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 26.7 

— 

_ 

_ 

51 

No. 6 

F., Bl. 



Lee. 

.. 19.8 

— 

— 

— 

50 

Feed 

F„ Bl. 



Redman. 

.. 22.4 

— 

— 

— 

49 

Feed 

F„ Bl. 



Rescue. 

.. 24.0 

— 

— 

— 

54 

No. 5 

F., Bl. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









WILLIAM A 

. GOTTSELIG, GLENSIDE 




2B. 10 

6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 11.8 

— 

— 

— 

61 

No. 5 

F. 



Lee. 

7.5 

— 

— 

— 

59 

No. 6 

F. 



Redman. 

9.2 

— 

— 

— 

61 

No. 6 

F. 



Rescue. 

.. 10.5 

— 

— 

— 

61 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.8 bushels. 











ELDON STEIN 

, SIMPSON 





2B. 10 

8 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 34.1 

— 

— 

— 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Lee. 

... 29.6 

— 

— 

— 

64 

4 Nor. 

F..G., I. 



Redman. 

.. 30.7 

— 

— 

— 

65 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Rescue. 

.. 30.0 

— 

— 

— 

65 

3 Nor. 

F„ I. 

Necessary difference- 

—1.8 bushels. 











ALAN L. WOLFE, IMPERIAL 





2B. 10 

8 C 

Thatcher. 

5.0 

91 

12 

9.4 

55 

4 Nor. 

_ 



Lee. 

3.6 

90 

12 

9.6 

60 

2 Nor. 

I. 



Redman. 

5.1 

91 

11 

9.2 

56 

4 Nor. 

— 



Rescue. 

4.3 

92 

13 

9.2 

57 

3 Nor. 

— 

Necessary difference- 

—.5 bushel. 











ALAN L. HAIGHT, HANLEY 





21!. 10 

9 A 

Thatcher. 

8.4 

95 

18 

7.8 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Lee. 

... 8.0 

97 

17 

7.2 

59 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Redman. 

... 7.7 

97 

19 

7.2 

60 

4 Nor. 

F.. G. 



Rescue. 

.. 10.0 

96 

19 

7.2 

61 

4 Nor. 

F„ G. 

Necessary difference—.7 bushel. 











KEITH H. 

DAHLEN, VALLEY PARK 




2B. 10 

10 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 19.0 

— 

— 

8.6 

58 

4 Nor. 

F„ G„ Bl. 



Lee. 

... 14.2 

— 

— 

10.0 

56 

No. 5 

F., G., Bl. 



Redman. 

.. 17.0 

— 

— 

9.0 

57 

4 Nor. 

F., G., Bl. 



Rescue. 

... 15.7 

— 

— 

8.6 

57 

4 Nor. 

F., G., Bl. 


Necessary difference—2.7 bushels. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


1A. 10 5 A Norman G. Cooper, Tichfield. 

2B. 10 10 A D. Glenn Adair, Harris. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 11 



Necessary difference—4.6 bushels. 












































































Cereal Variety Zones of Saskatchewan 



33 














Wheat Pool District 11 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist. 

Sub' 

Dist. 

Test 

design 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed' 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas' Com' 
ured mercial Grading 
bushel grades remarks 





J. ESTHER BARRETT, FISKE 





1A. 

. 11 

8 

A 

Thatcher. 

.. 26.5 

_ 

29 

8.0 

61 

No. 5 

F. 





Lee. 

.. 20.5 

— 

28 

8.8 

60 

No. 5 

F. 





Redman. 

.. 24.0 

— 

29 

8.4 

60 

No. 5 

F. 





Rescue. 

.. 24.1 

— 

33 

9.0 

60 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.9 bushels. 













MARY PANKRATZ, FISKE 





1A. 

. 11 

8 

B 

Thatcher. 

.. 31.2 

103 

30 

— 

63 

2 Nor. 

F. 





Lee. 

... 22.4 

101 

28 

— 

63 

4 Nor. 

F. 





Redman. 

.. 27.5 

103 

30 

— 

64 

3 Nor. 

F. 





Rescue. 

.. 28.0 

103 

30 

— 

64 

2 Nor. 

F. 

Necessary difference—2.3 bushels. 













RALPH ( 

G. HURST, DODSLAND 





2F. 

. 11 

9 

A 

Thatcher. 

.. 34.1 

— 

36 

— 

57 

No. 5 

F.. G. 





Lee. 

.. 22.9 

— 

36 

— 

53 

No. 6 

F„ G. 





Redman. 

.. 29.8 

— 

36 

— 

56 

No. 5 

F„ G. 





Rescue. 

.. 27.3 

— 

36 

— 

57 

No. 5 

F„ G. 

Necessary difference- 

—3.4 bushels. 










Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


1A. 

. 11 

1 

A 

Norma M. Goldbeck, Kyle. 

2F. 

. 11 

3 

A 

Fred Ziegler, Glidden. 

2F. 

. 11 

6 

A 

John R. Klettke, Beadle. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 12 


WARREN H. DREFS, BIGGAR 


Thatcher. 

. 16.3 

_ 

26 

8.4 

61 

No. 5 

F. 

Lee. 

.. 11.5 

— 

23 

8.2 

58 

No. 6 

F. 

Redman^. 

.. 17.4 

— 

26 

7.8 

61 

No. 5 

F. 

Rescue.". 

. 15.0 

— 

25 

7.8 

60 

No. 6 

F. 


Necessary difference—2.2 bushels. 


ERNEST G. SINGER, BIGGAR 


2D. 12 2 A 

Necessary difference—1.0 bushel. 

Thatcher. 

Lee. 

Redman. 

Rescue. 

0©~4h- 

INI 

II 1 1 

— 

62 

60 

62 

62 

4 Nor. 
No. 5 

4 Nor. 

4 Nor. 

F. 

F. 

F. 

F. 


DONALD O. ROGERS, KELFIELD 





2D. 12 3 A 

Thatcher. 

15.0 — — 

8.4 

64 

2 Nor. 

I., Pk. 


Lee. 

13.0 — — 

8.4 

64 

3 Nor. 

F. 


Redman. 

14.6 — — 

8.2 

63 

3 Nor. 

I., Pk. 


Rescue. 

11.4 — — 

8.2 

65 

2 Nor. 

F. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 






ALOIS WELTER, BROADACRES 





2D. 12 4 A 

Thatcher. 

8.6 — 24 

8.0 

53 

No. 6 

F„ G. 


Lee. 

8.2 — 24 

5.0 

50 

Feed 

F., G. 


Redman. 

10.1 — 24 

7.0 

54 

No. 6 

F.,G„ I. 


Rescue. 

10.5 — 21 

10.0 

56 

No. 6 

F., G„ I. 

Damaged by grasshoppers. Yields 

not used in zone 

summaries. 






ROY W. 

GREENWALD, TAKO 





2D. 12 5 A 

Thatcher. 

6.6 — — 

— 

44 

Feed 

F. 


Lee.. 

7.5 — — 

— 

43 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

7.1 — — 

— 

47 

Feed 

F. 


Rescue. 

6.8 — — 

— 

48 

Feed 

F. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 






MIKE KLOTZ, DENZIL 





2D. 12 6 A 

Thatcher. 

53.9 — — 

— 

62 

4 Nor. 

1., Pk. 


Lee. 

, 40.3 — — 

— 

62 

4 Nor. 

1. 


Redman. 

46.0 — — 

— 

61 

4 Nor. 

I. 


Rescue. 

47.1 — — 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

I. 

Necessary difference—7.5 bushels. 








CHARLES W. ORR, NEILBURG 





3E. 12 8 A 

Thatcher. 

53.3 111 32 

10.0 

65 

4 Nor. 

F..G., I. 


Lee. 

. 47.1 109 32 

10.0 

64 

No. 5 

F„ G„ I. 


Redman. 

47.9 112 33 

10.0 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., G„ S.I. 


Saunders. 

. 49.7 107 30 

10.0 

65 

3 Nor. 

F.. G„ S.I. 

Necessary difference—3.2 bushels. 
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Wheat Pool District 12 —Continued 


Cereal Test 

Variety Sub- desig- 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation 

Varieties 

Yield Days 

bus. seed- 

per ing to 

acre ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Lbs. per 
meas- Corn- 
Straw ured mercial 
strength bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 


CALVIN J 

. D. LAING, GALLIVAN 






3E. 12 9 A 

Thatcher. 

. 18.1 

— 

— 


— 

49 

Feed 

F.. G. 


Lee. 

.. 17.0 

— 

— 


— 

48 

Feed 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 17.0 

— 

— 


— 

48 

Feed 

F., G. 


Saunders. 

.. 17.4 

— 

— 


— 

51 

Feed 

F„ G. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









GUY R. LACOURSIERE, HIGHGATE 





3G. 12 10 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 32.0 

— 

— 


_. 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 


Lee. 

.. 24.9 

— 

— 


— 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 25.4 

— 

— 


— 

62 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 


Saunders. 

.. 29.5 

— 

— 


— 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—3.9 bushels. 










Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, 

Frost, or Other Causes 


3E. 12 8 B 

Edward Melchior. Freemont. 







2D. 12 9 B 

Hans Karstens, Wilkie. 








WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 

13 




RAYMOND E. A. BRECHT, BAY TRAIL 




3C. 13 1 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 26.6 

96 

34 


_ 

60 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 19.4 

94 

32 


— 

59 

No. 6 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 25.0 

97 

32 


— 

59 

No. 6 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 24.3 

98 

31 


— 

61 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference—1.5 bushels. 











MARJORIE I. BERG, LEROY 






3C. 13 1 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 16.3 

— 

— 


_ 

57 

No. 5 

F., G., I. 


Lee. 

.. 13.3 

— 

— 


— 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G„ I. 


Redman. 

.. 15.2 

— 

— 


— 

56 

No. 5 

F.,G„ 1. 


Saunders. 

.. 15.6 

— 

— 


— 

57 

No. 5 

F.,G„ I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









ALBERT WARKENTIN, DUNDURN 





2B. 13 3 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 12.2 

97 

23 


8.4 

60 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Lee. 

... 12.9 

99 

18 


9.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 11.6 

98 

21 


7.6 

58 

4 Nor. 

F..G., I. 


Rescue. 

... 12.8 

98 

22 


8.6 

60 

3 Nor. 

F.,G„ I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









JACK R. CAMPBELL, ALLAN HILLS 





2B. 13 3 B 

Thatcher. 

7.7 

— 

— 


— 

56 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

... 6.4 

— 

— 


— 

50 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

9.0 

— 

— 


— 

54 

No. 6 

F. 


Rescue. 

8.1 

— 

— 


— 

53 

No. 6 

F. 

Necessary difference—.7 bushel. 











STUART N 

. McKenzie, colonsay 





2B. 13 4 A 

Thatcher. 

... 23.8 

107 

32 


9.0 

59 

No. 5 

F., I. 


Lee. 

... 20.6 

107 

30 


9.8 

56 

No. 5 

F., I. 


Redman. 

... 21.1 

107 

32 


8.6 

59 

No. 5 

F., I. 


Rescue. 

... 18.9 

107 

33 


8.6 

58 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 

Necessary difference—1.6 bushels. 











MAYNARD 

E. WALDNER, DALMENY 





2B. 13 5 A 

Thatcher. 

... 45.2 

96 

40 


9.2 

62 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

... 42.8 

97 

40 


9.8 

60 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

... 39.3 

95 

38 


9.8 

61 

No. 6 

F. 


Saunders. 

... 43.2 

95 

40 


10.0 

62 

No. 6 

F. 

Necessary difference—2.7 bushels. 











JIMMY AGAR, FLORAL 






2B. 13 5 B 

Thatcher. 

... 24.4 

— 

— 


— 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Lee. 

... 16.6 

— 

— 


— 

57 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Redman. 

... 24.4 

— 

— 


— 

60 

No. 5 

F„ G. 


Rescue. 

... 21.4 

— 

— 


— 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—3.3 bushels. 











ERNEST BEAULIEU, VONDA 






3G. 13 8 A 

Thatcher. 

... 15.1 

87 

25 


9.0 

54 

No. 6 

F.G..I. 


Lee. 

... 11.8 

87 

26 


10.0 

53 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

... 14.1 

89 

29 


8.0 

52 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 


Rescue. 

... 12.8 

87 

28 


8.4 

54 

No. 6 

F., G., I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 
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Wheat Pool District 13 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist 

Sub- 

Dist. 

Test 

design 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed' 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas' 
ured 
bushel 

Com' 

mercial 

grades 

Grading 

remarks 





SUSAN N. 

IWASIUK, CUDWORTH 





3C. 

. 13 

9 

A 

Thatcher. 

. 12.2 

96 

21 

8.0 

61 

4 Nor 

F., G. 





Lee. 

8.4 

98 

18 

10.0 

59 

No. 5 

F., G. 





Redman. 

. 11.5 

96 

19 

9.0 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 





Saunders. 

. 10.7 

96 

20 

9.0 

62 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Necessary difference- 

-1.1 bushels. 













HARRY HLECK, 

, ENGLEFELD 





3C. 

. 13 

11 

A 

Thatcher. 

. 30.6 

103 

36 

— 

59 

Feed 

F. 





Lee. 

. 28.0 

104 

36 

— 

58 

Feed 

F. 





Redman. 

. 32.0 

101 

38 

— 

59 

Feed 

F. 





Saunders. 

. 31.5 

101 

35 

— 

61 

No. 5 

F. 


Necessary difference—2.2 bushels. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

3B. 13 10 A Arnold Schneberger, Reynaud. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 14 




JAMES N. WILSON, 

OKLA 






4 A. 14 

1 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 23.3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G., 

I. 



Lee. 

.. 22.3 

— 

— 

— 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G., 

1. 



Redman. 

.. 25.2 

— 

— 

— 

57 

No. 5 

F, I* 




Saunders. 

.. 23.2 

— 

— 

— 

58 

No 6 

F.,G., 

I. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 










WAYNE 

H. KING, 

QUILL LAKE 






3B. 14 

2 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 17.7 

— 

28 

9.4 

60 

No. 6 

F. 




Lee. 

.. 16.1 

— 

27 

8.6 

56 

No. 6 

F. 




Redman. 

.. 18.2 

— 

27 

8.2 

60 

No. 6 

F. 




Saunders. 

.. 19.8 

— 

28 

8.6 

61 

No. 5 

F. 


Necessary difference—1.6 bushels. 












LORNE A. HUFNAGEL 

, SUNSET LAKE 





3B. 14 

3 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 26.7 

115 

30 

9.0 

59 

No. 5 

F., G. 




Lee. 

... 27.4 

115 

28 

8.0 

58 

No. 6 

F., G. 




Redman. 

.. 30.2 

110 

29 

9.0 

58 

No. 5 

F.,G., 

I. 



Saunders. 

.. 30.1 

109 

30 

9.0 

59 

No. 5 

F.,G., 

1. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 










FLOYD 

G. DAHL. 

, DAHLTON 






3B. 14 

4 B 

Thatcher. 

.. 41.8 

107 

36 

8.0 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 




Lee. 

.. 36.3 

110 

40 

8.0 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 




Redman. 

.. 38.3 

107 

48 

8.0 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 




Saunders. 

.. 36.3 

100 

36 

8.0 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 


Necessary difference- 

—2.9 bushels. 












MICHAEL 

NAWROCKI, 

SYLVANIA 






4 A. 14 

7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 36.1 

104 

36 

9.2 

62 

No. 5 

F.,G„ 

I. 



Lee. 

.. 26.7 

106 

•36 

8.8 

59 

No. 5 

F., G., 

1. 



Redman. 

.. 32.9 

102 

34 

9.2 

61 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 




Saunders. 

.. 34.7 

102 

35 

9.2 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., I. 


Necessary difference- 

—2.8 bushels. 












MURRAY 

F. TATLOW, RESOURCE 






3F. 14 

8 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 10.7 

— 

36 

— 

53 

Feed 

F. 




Lee. 

.. 11.7 

— 

30 

— 

54 

Feed 

F. 




Redman. 

.. 14.0 

— 

36 

— 

55 

Feed 

F. 




Saunders. 

.. 13.1 

— 

36 

— 

54 

Feed 

F., C. 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 










WILLIAM 

A. BRUCE, BROOKSBY 






3D. 14 

9 A 

Thatcher. 

. 46.9 

113 

_ 

_ 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., G. 




Lee. 

.. 40.0 

119 

— 

— 

63 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 




Redman. 

.. 40.2 

112 

— 

— 

64 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 




Saunders. 

.. 39.1 

113 

— 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

F., I. 



Necessary difference—1.9 bushels. 


JACK F. LALONDE, ARBORFIELD 


3F. 

. 14 

10 

A 

Thatcher. 

.. 14.9 

— 

37 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

Stch., I. 





Lee. 

.. 26.0 

— 

38 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

Stch., I. 





Redman. 

.. 24.9 

— 

39 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

Stch., I. 





Saunders. 

.. 23.7 

— 

40 

— 

63 

2 Nor. 

Stch. 


Test damaged. Yields not used in zone summaries. 
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Wheat Pool District 14 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Sub- 
Dist. Dist. 

Test 

design 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days 
seed' 
ing to 
ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas' Com- 
ured mercial 
bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 




J. LOUIS 

J. RIOU 

, ARBORFIELD 





3F. 

. 14 10 

B 

Thatcher. 

34.0 

109 

32 

8.8 

61 

No 5 

F. G. 




Lee. 

. 29.2 

112 

33 

7.4 

59 

No. 6 

F., G. 




Redman. 

. 28.5 

109 

33 

9.0 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 




Saunders. 

27.2 

107 

32 

9.2 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—2.1 bushels 












KENNETH MORTENSEN, PONTRILAS 




3F. 

. 14 11 

A 

Thatcher. 

. 48.8 

113 

53 

6.2 

59 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 




Lee. 

36.9 

114 

53 

2.8 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 




Redman. 

47.4 

111 

54 

5.4 

58 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 




Saunders. 

40.9 

111 

50 

5.2 

59 

No. 5 

F., D., I. 

Necessary difference—4.5 bushels. 












WILLIAM E. HOPE 

, SMOKY BURN 




3F. 

. 14 11 

D 

Thatcher. 

22.6 

105 

40 

8.0 

55 

No. 6 

F„ I. 




Lee. 

. 18.5 

105 

36 

7.0 

53 

Feed 

F. 




Redman. 

22.7 

105 

37 

8.0 

56 

No. 6 

F., G., I. 




Saunders. 

19.9 

102 

40 

8.0 

55 

No. 6 

F.,G., I. 

Necessary difference—2.7 bushels. 










Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought 

, Pests, 

Frost, or Other Causes 


4A. 

. 14 4 

A 

Alvin B. Kvemshagen, Wallwort. 





3B. 

. 14 5 

A 

Clara R. Kenyon, Nobleville. 






3F. 

. 14 6 

A 

Evelyn R. Falconer, Chelan. 






3F. 

. 14 11 

B 

Dermot P. McDermott, Nipawin. 






WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 15 


3G. 15 4 A 

Necessary difference—3.1 bushels. 

RUEBEN PETERS, HEPBURN 

Thatcher. 36.5 108 34 

Lee. 29.3 108 33 

Redman. 32.4 109 34 

Saunders. 33.4 111 33 

9.8 
9.6 
9.4 

8.8 

62 

60 

61 

62 

No. 5 
No. 6 
No. 5 

4 Nor. 

F. 

F. 

F. 

F. 


DAN R. HUNCHAK, BLAINE 

LAKE 




3G. 15 5 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 21.9 — 

27 

— 

62 

No. 6 

F., G. 


Lee. 

... 16.9 — 

26 

— 

59 

No. 6 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 22.9 — 

27 

— 

62 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Saunders. 

.. 21.6 — 

26 

— 

63 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—1.0 bushel. 









BILLY H. 

O. REED, SHELL 

LAKE 




4B. 15 6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 20.3 98 

35 

8.6 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 


Lee. 

.. 18.7 94 

32 

8.2 

59 

No. 6 

F., G. 


Redman. 

.. 22.4 92 

35 

8.0 

60 

No. 6 

F., G 


Saunders. 

.. 21.6 97 

32 

8.4 

60 

No. 5 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—-1.7 bushels. 









CLIFTON 

A. BROWN, CANWOOD 





411. 15 7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 19.6 — 

— 

— 

49 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 17.8 — 

— 

— 

52 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 17.0 — 

— 

— 

49 

Feed 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 16.4 — 

— 

— 

50 

Feed 

F. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 










ELMER PACZAY, PADDOCKWOOD 



15 

9 

A 

Thatcher. 

.. 21.2 — 

38 — 

59 

No. 6 




Lee. 

... 20.3 — 

32 — 

55 

No. 6 




Redman. 

.. 23.7 — 

38 — 

58 

No. 6 




Saunders. 

.. 21.8 — 

38 — 

58 

No. 6 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


F., Bl., I. 
F., G., I. 
F.,G., I. 





PAT D. 

DALY, SNOWDEN 




15 

10 

A 

Thatcher. 

47.3 — 

37 

8.6 

61 

4 Nor. 




Lee. 

48.0 — 

38 

7.4 

59 

No. 5 




Redman. 

44.2 — 

37 

8.8 

61 

No. 5 




Saunders. 

42.2 — 

38 

9.2 

60 

No. 5 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


F.,G., I. 
F.,G., I. 
F.,G., I. 
F.,G.,I. 


3 B. 


HARRY N. ROMANCHUK, JANOW CORNERS 


B Thatcher. 

. 18.2 — 

35 

7.6 

51 

Feed 

F. 


16.5 — 

38 

5.8 

53 

Feed 

F. 


. 16.8 — 

35 

7.0 

54 

No. 6 

F., I 

Saunders. 

. 17.4 — 

35 

8.2 

54 

No. 6 

F., I 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 
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Wheat Pool District 15 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Sub- 
Dist. Dist. 

Test 

desig¬ 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield Days 

bus. seed- 

per ing to 

acre ripening 

Plant 

height 

in Straw 

inches strength 

Lbs. per 
meas¬ 
ured 
bushel 

Com¬ 

mercial 

grades 

Grading 

remarks 




ALBERT P. 

MOLLISON, GARRICK 




3F. 

. 15 11 

A 

Thatcher. 

22.7 — 

_ _ 

57 

No. 5 

F., Bl.. I. 




Lee. 

17.2 — 

— — 

53 

No. 6 

F„ Bl., I. 




Redman. 

19.4 — 

— — 

57 

No. 5 

F., Bl., I. 




Saunders. 

20.5 — 

— — 

58 

No. 5 

F., Bl., I. 

Necessary difference—2.2 bushels. 








Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought. 

, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


3B. 

. 15 8 

A 

Ronald H. Perkins, Shellbrook. 






WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 16 

DELBERT W. BRONSCH, RADISSON 

3G. 16 1 A Thatcher. 31.5 — — 

Lee. 29.7 — — 

Redman. 29.8 — — 

Saunders. 32.1 — — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 

8.4 

9.0 

8.6 

9.0 

56 
54 

57 
57 

No. 5 
No. 6 
No. 5 
No. 5 

F., Bl., I. 

F., Bl., I. 

F., Bl., I. 

F., Bl., I. 


FORREST 

G. WOHLBERG, 

SPEERS 





3G. 16 2 A 

Thatcher. 

8.6 

112 

42 

8.4 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., Bl. 


Lee. 

7.3 

114 

42 

8.2 

59 

4 Nor. 

F„ Bl. 


Redman. 

.. 20.9 

112 

43 

10.0 

60 

4 Nor. 

F., Bl. 


Saunders. 

.. 12.0 

112 

42 

8.6 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., Bl. 

Damaged by birds. Yields not used 

in zone summaries. 








MORRIS 

WOYTUIK, WHITKOW 





3G. 16 3 C 

Thatcher. 

.. 49.5 

96 

32 

_ 

62 

No. 5 

F. 


Lee. 

... 41.6 

96 

37 

— 

62 

No. 5 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 48.1 

94 

35 

— 

62 

No. 5 

F., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 48.6 

94 

33 

— 

62 

4 Nor 

F. 

Necessary difference—3.5 bushels. 










J. LEONARD A. PERRON, 

EDAM 





3E. 16 4 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 31.5 

— 

37 

9.2 

58 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 31.7 

— 

38 

9.6 

54 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 32.6 

— 

39 

9.8 

57 

Feed 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 36.6 

— 

37 

8.6 

59 

No. 5 

F. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








LANO 

R. HINDE 

, WASECA 





3E. 16 5 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 23.1 

100 

31 

8.6 

61 

No. 6 

F. 


Lee. 

.. 20.6 

98 

31 

8.2 

59 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 24.4 

97 

31 

8.8 

61 

No. 6 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 24 7 

98 

31 

8.4 

61 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference—2.0 bushels. 









KENNETH T. ANDERSEN 

, LLOYDMINSTER 




3E. 16 6 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 25.4 

108 

42 

10.0 

58 

4 Nor. 

F., G„ I. 


Lee. 

.. 18.1 

113 

36 

10.0 

57 

No. 5 

F.,G., I 


Redman. 

.. 22.8 

106 

42 

10.0 

57 

4 Nor 

F., G„ I 


Saunders. 

.. 26.8 

110 

42 

10.0 

59 

4 Nor. 

F., G., I. 

Necessary difference—3.9 bushels. 









J. 

H. ARNOLD MUSICH 

, PARADISE HILL 




4B. 16 7 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 21.5 

_ 

_ 

_ 

63 

2 Nor. 

S.F., I. 


Lee. 

... 20.8 

— 

— 

— 

63 

3 Nor. 

F.,G., I. 


Redman. 

.. 21.7 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor. 

S.F., G., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 23.6 

— 

— 

— 

62 

3 Nor 

S.F., G„ 1. 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








HARRY L. 

HUNTER, 

SPRUCE LAKE 





3E. 16 8 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 17.6 

102 

27 

8.4 

52 

Feed 

F. 


Lee. 

... 12.2 

104 

25 

4.0 

52 

Feed 

F. 


Redman. 

.. 23.0 

102 

30 

9.4 

55 

Feed 

F. 


Saunders. 

.. 20.5 

102 

28 

9.4 

56 

Feed 

F 

Necessary difference—2.6 bushels. 










TARAS HAWRYLIW, GLASLYN 





41!. 16 9 A 

Thatcher. 

.. 18.9 

_ 

— 

_ 

56 

No 5 

F.,G„ I 


Lee. 

... 12.0 

— 

— 

— 

54 

No. 6 

F„ G. 


Redman. 

.. 15.1 

— 

— 

— 

55 

No. 5 

F., G., I. 


Saunders. 

.. 16.4 

— 

— 

— 

57 

No. 5 

F„ G., I. 

Necessary difference—1.7 bushels. 










38 























































Wheat Pool District 16 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist. 

Sub- 

Dist. 

Test 

desig¬ 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days Plant 

seed- height 
ing to in 

ripening inches 

Straw 

strength 

Lbs. per 
meas- Com¬ 
ured mercial 
bushel grades 

Grading 

remarks 





GEORGE WILLICK, MILDRED 





4B. 

. 16 

10 

A 

Thatcher. 

34.6 

— 36 

9.0 

61 

No. 5 

F. 





Lee. 

31.5 

— 35 

9.0 

60 

No. 6 

F. 





Redman. 

34.5 

— 37 

9.0 

61 

No. 6 

F. 





Saunders. 

36.2 

— 35 

9.0 

62 

No. 5 

F. 

Necessary difference—.9 bushel. 












CARL HANSEN, 

DORINTOSH 





4B. 

. 16 

11 

A 

Thatcher. 

23.3 

— 31 

10.0 

58 

Feed 

F., G. 





Lee. 

, 15.0 

— 29 

9.2 

57 

Feed 

F., G. 





Redman. 

16.2 

— 29 

10.0 

57 

Feed 

F„ G. 





Saunders. 

15.1 

— 28 

8.8 

58 

No. 6 

F., G. 

Necessary difference—2.6 bushels. 









Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought. Pests, 

Frost, or Other Causes 


3E. 

. 16 

8 

B 

Roderick M. Macfarlane, Turtleford. 





3G. 

. 16 

10 

B 

Harvey K. Salisbury, Mullingar. 







Variety Test Supervisor William Hope of Smoky Bum. 
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BARLEY TESTS 


A total of 71 barley tests were conducted in 1950 and these were distributed through¬ 
out all Cereal Variety Zones with the exception of 1C and 2C in the extreme southwest . 


DESCRIPTION OF VARIETIES 

Hannchen is a two-rowed, rough awned variety originated by selection from 
Hanna at the Swedish Plant Breeding station at Svalof. It was introduced into United 
States in 1904. Hannchen is a late maturing variety and has short, mid-weak straw. 
It is susceptible to rusts and smuts. Hannchen is satisfactory for combining and is 
eligible for top two-row grades. 

Montcalm is a six-rowed, smooth awned, mid-late, blue seeded variety which 
resembles O.A.C. 21 in many respects. It was originated at MacDonald College, Quebec, 
from a cross between Black Barbless and a blue Manchurian selection. Montcalm is 
susceptible to stem and leaf rust but is moderately resistant to covered smut. It has 
comparatively weak straw and is poor for straight combining, but has good malting 
quality and is eligible for grade 1 C.W. 6 Row. 

tt*» Moore is a new six-rowed, smooth awned variety bred at the Wisconsin Agricul¬ 
tural Experiment Station in co-operation with the United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture. Its parents are Wisconsin 38, Chevron and Olli. Moore is late maturing and has 
strong straw. It is resistant to stem rust and rootrot. At the time of this report Moore 
had not been licensed for sale in Canada. As it had no legal grade status in 
Canada, it was necessary, for comparison purposes in this report, to limit the 
grades of Moore to 1 Feed as a maximum. 

Vantage is a six-rowed, smooth awned, medium late variety originated at the 
Brandon Experimental Farm from the cross (Newal X Peatland) X Plush. It has strong 
straw and is suitable for straight combining. Vantage is resistant to stem rust but is 
susceptible to leaf rust, loose smut and covered smut. It is eligible for the feed grades 
only. 


GRAIN YIELD 

An average of all tests shows that Vantage produced the highest yields followed 
closely by Montcalm and Hannchen. Moore was low in yield on a provincial average 
basis. Vantage gave its best performance compared to the other varieties in the open 
plains area of the province (Cereal Variety Zones 1A to 2F). In cereal variety zones 
throughout this area, Vantage generally ranked first or second in yield. It also placed 
second in Zones 4A and 4B. It was third in Zone group 3A and 3B, 3C, 3D, 3E and 3G. 

Montcalm placed second in yield on an average basis. It outyielded the other 
varieties in Zones 2A, 3A and 3B, and 3C. It ranked second in two zones, third in one, 
and fourth in two. Generally, Montcalm made its best showing in the south-east and 
east-central areas. 

Hannchen outyielded the other varieties in two zones, placed second in two, third 
in two, and fourth in two. 

Moore ranked first in Zone group 4A and 4B. It placed second in 3A and 3B. In 
all other areas it yielded third or fourth. 

TABLE NO. 24.—AVERAGE YIELDS IN BUSHELS PER ACRE 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES OR GROUPED ZONES 


Cereal No. of Necessary 

Variety Satisfactory Difference* 

Zone Tests Hannchen Montcalm Moore Vantage in Bushels 


1A and IB. 8 33.2 35.6 34.4 37.8 5.5 

2A. 6 39.3 42.1 35.7 39.6 4.6 

2B and 2D. 8 33.0 30.3 29.0 32.7 3.8 

2E and 2F. 4 39.6 27.0 28.0 42.8 10.5 

3A and 3B. 8 50.7 57.8 54.4 53.3 4.9 

3C. 8 61.6 64.2 58.6 59.4 N.S. 

3D, 3E, and 3G. 7 50.3 49.4 42.6 48.2 5.3 

4A and 4B. 3 53.6 46.6 61.6 55.4 N.S. 


*Necessary Difference. —Since yielding ability of varieties cannot be measured with absolute accuracy, 
small differences have no significance. Unless the difference in yield of two varieties^ greater than the 
necessary difference as shown in the tables, little confidence can be placed in the superiority of one variety 
over the other in that particular zone group. 

N.S.—No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 
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HISTOGRAMS SHOWING BARLEY YIELDS BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 



The above map Indicates the areas in which barley tests were grouped for analysis. The 
histograms show comparative yields of the different varieties in different parts of the province. 


Past Performance and Official Recommendations 

Vantage was introduced for commercial production in 1948, and since that time 
it has become a popular variety throughout Saskatchewan. Taking the province as a 
whole. Vantage outyielded the other varieties in 1950. In 1948 it placed third out of four 
varieties, but in 1947 it ranked second out of six. It is officially recommended for use 
throughout practically the entire province. The only zones for which it is not recom¬ 
mended are IB, 1C, 2C, 2F, 3H and 4B. 

Montcalm yielded comparatively well throughout most areas under the excellent 
moisture conditions which prevailed during 1950. It gave relatively poor results in Wheat 
Pool tests during 1946, being outyielded by Plush, Titan and Tregal, in every area. In 
the tests conducted during 1945, however, Montcalm was used only in the zones desig¬ 
nated by numbers 3 and 4, and generally yielded second or third out of five varieties. 
Only Plush consistently outyielded it during that year. Montcalm is now officially 
recommended for general use or for malting purposes in all cereal variety zones designated 
by the numbers 3 and 4, with the exception of 3G. It has entirely succeeded O.A.C. 21 
as the standard malting variety in Saskatchewan. 
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Until 1950, Hannchen had not been used in Wheat Pool tests since 1935. The other 
varieties used at that time have long since been dropped from the recommended list, but 
Hannchen continues to maintain considerable popularity among plant scientists and 
farmers in Saskatchewan. In the 1950 tests Hannchen gave a variable yield performance 
but compared favorably with the other varieties on a provincial average basis. While 
not officially recommended for any zones except 3D and 3F, Hannchen is considered to 
have a place in other localized areas because it produces good yields of high quality 
barley for which there is a steady demand. 

Moore was tested for the first time in 1950. Its general performance was not out¬ 
standing, but further tests will be necessary before definite recommendations can be 
made. Moore is not licensed for commercial production and sale in Canada. 

TABLE NO. 25.—AVERAGE NUMBER OF DATS FROM SOWING TO RIPENING 
SUMMARIZED BT CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone Hannchen Montcalm Moore Vantage 


1A and IB. 93.6 91.6 92.3 92.0 

2A. 90.0 90.8 90.2 90.0 

2B and 2D. 104.0 104.8 104.2 104.2 

2E and 2F. 91.5 98.0 96.5 98.0 

3A and 3B. 91.7 90.2 90.5 89.7 

3C. 91.7 92.0 92.3 93.6 

3D, 3E, and 3G. 103.6 103.6 104.2 104 8 

4A and 4B. 90.5 91.5 91.5 90.0 


On an average basis Hannchen was slightly earlier than the other varieties. There 
was very little difference in the performances of Montcalm, Moore, and Vantage. 


TABLE NO. 2«.—AVERAGE STRAW STRENGTH OF PLANTS 
ON THE BASIS 10 (STRONG)—0 (WEAK) 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone Hannchen Montcalm Moore Vantage 


1A and IB. 8.1 8.2 8.3 8.2 

2A. 9.2 8.6 9.1 9.2 

2B and 2D. 8.7 8.9 9.2 9.2 

2E and 2F. 9.5 9.9 10.0 9.5 

3A and 3B. 5.1 7.8 8.7 9.4 

3C. 7.2 8.2 9.1 9.2 

3D, 3E, and3G. 8.3 9.5 9.2 9.7 

4A and 4B. 5.2 8.5 8.5 8.0 


Vantage and Moore led in strength of straw, with Montcalm third and Hannchen 
fourth. Hannchen proved weaker than the other varieties in every zone except 2A. 


TABLE NO. 27.—AVERAGE NECK STRENGTH OF PLANTS 
ON THE BASIS 1 (STRONG)—3 (WEAK) 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone Hannchen Montcalm Moore Vantage 


1A and IB. 2.0 2.0 2.1 1.7 

2A. 2.0 1.9 1.5 1.3 

2B and 2D. 1.8 1.7 1.6 1.4 

2E and 2F. 2.5 1.9 2.0 1.3 

3A and 3B. 2.2 1.8 1.5 1.1 

3C. 1.9 2.0 1.6 1.7 

3D, 3E, and 3G.(. 1.9 2.0 1.4 1.1 

4A and 4B. 1.7 1.6 1.5 1.5 


Vantage generally proved superior in neck strength. It ranked first in six zones, 
tied for first place in one, and placed second in the remaining zone. Moore was second 
on an average basis, with Montcalm third, and Hannchen fourth. 

TABLE NO. 28.—AVERAGE WEIGHT PER MEASURED BUSHEL 
SUMMARIZED BY CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


Cereal Variety Zone Hannchen Montcalm Moore Vantage 


1A and IB. 48.4 45.7 44.2 45.2 

2A. 52.5 48.5 47.5 48.0 

2B and 2D. 51.0 46.5 45 6 45.7 

2E and 2F. 50.0 46 0 45.3 46.3 

3A and 3B. 48.6 45.6 44.9 46.9 

3C. 52.5 48.8 48.0 48.6 

3D, 3E, and3G. 51.3 44.6 46.0 45.4 

4A and 4B. 49.7 45.7 46.3 46.3 
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Han nohen outweighed the other varieties in every zone, exceeding Moore, the 
fourth place variety by from four to six pounds in most cases. Montcalm and Vantage 
were approximately equal on an average basis, sharing second and third places. 


Commercial Grades 

Commercial grades for each variety are shown on a percentage basis in the zone 
summaries. As Hannchen is a two-row variety and Montcalm is eligible for the six-row 
malting grades, a comparison between these two cannot be made satisfactorily. Vantage 
is eligible for the feed grades only, and Moore, which has not been licensed, is considered 
as a feed variety for purposes of comparison. 


SUMMARIZATION ACCORDING TO 
CEREAL VARIETY ZONES 


TABLE NO. 29.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 1A AND IB 
(8 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

33.2 

35.6 

34.4 

37.8 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

93.7 

91.7 

92.3 

92.0 

Height of plants in inches. 

24.0 

28.7 

28.6 

26.7 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

8.1 

8.2 

8.3 

8.2 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

2.0 

2.0 

2.1 

1.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

48.4 

45.7 

44.2 

45.2 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R.. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R,, 

41.7 

25 0 

— 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R,. 

25.0 

25.0 

— 

--. 

1 Feed. 

8.3 

25.0 

58.3 

75 0 

2 Feed. 

8.3 

8.3 

16.7 

8.3 

3 Feed. 

16.7 

16.7 

25.0 

16.7 


Necessary difference—5.5 bushels. 


Table No. 29. Yield differences between the varieties were not significant. Vantage, 
however, exceeded the other varieties in this respect, and was superior in neck strength. 
It was somewhat lower in bushel weight than Hannchen but proved quite satisfactory 
in other characteristics. 

Montcalm was second in yield and bushel weight, and exceeded the other varieties 
in height. 

Moore placed third in yield. It was somewhat lower than the other varieties in 
bushel weight. 

Hannchen was comparatively low in yield, late in ripening and short in straw. It 
excelled in bushel weight. 

TABLE NO. 30.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 2A 
(6 satisfactory tests) 


Hannchen Montcalm Moore Vantage 


Yield in bushels per acre... 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

Height of plants in inches. 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R... 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R. .. 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R.... 

1 Feed. 

2 Feed. 

3 Feed. 


39.3 

42.1 

90.0 

90.8 

28.8 

32.8 

9.2 

8.6 

2.0 

1.9 

52.5 

48.5 

16.7 

16.7 

66.6 

50.0 

16.7 

16.7 

— 

16.6 


35.7 

39.6 

90.2 

90.0 

33.8 

29.6 

9.1 

9.2 

1.5 

1.3 

47.5 

48.0 


83.3 

83.3 

16.7 

16.7 


Necessary difference—4.6 bushels. 

Table No. 30. Montcalm was high in yield, exceeding Moore by more than the 
difference necessary for significance. Montcalm was slightly weaker in straw than the 
other varieties, but proved satisfactory in other characteristics. 

Vantage placed second in yield. It excelled in neck strength and tied with Hannchen 
for superiority in straw strength and earliness. 

Hannchen was superior in bushel weight. It ripened early and produced strong 
straw. Compared to the other varieties, it was slightly weaker in neck strength and 
shorter in straw. 

Moore was low in yield and bushel weight. It excelled in height and was satisfactory 
in other characteristics. 


43 




















TABLE NO. 31.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 2B AND 2D 
(8 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

33.0 

30.3 

29.0 

32.7 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 104.0 

104.8 

104.2 

104.2 

Height of plants in inches. 

26.3 

30.6 

29.7 

28.7 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

8.7 

8.9 

9.2 

9.2 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

1 .8 

1.7 

1.6 

1 .4 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

51.0 

46.5 

45.6 

45.7 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R. 

10.0 

— 

— 

— 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R.. 

30.0 

10.0 

— 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R . 

30.0 

40.0 

— 

— 

1 Feed. 

30.0 

30.0 

70.0 

70.0 

2 Feed. 

— 

10.0 

10.0 

10.0 

3 Feed. 

— 

10.0 

20.0 

20.0 


Necessary difference—3.9 bushels. 


Table No. 31. Hannchen outyielded the other varieties and was high in bushel 
weight. It proved slightly weak in straw and neck, and was comparatively short in straw. 

Vantage was practically equal to Hannchen in yield, and excelled in straw and 
neck strength. It proved inferior to Hannchen and Montcalm in bushel weight. 

Montcalm placed third in yield and was slightly later than the other varieties in 
ripening. It was taller than the other varieties but proved slightly inferior to Moore 
and Vantage in straw and neck strength. It exceeded these varieties in bushel weight. 

Moore was low in yield and bushel weight. Its strength of straw and neck was 
good and Moore proved satisfactory in other characteristics. 


TABLE NO. 32.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 2E AND 2F 
(4 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield m bushels per acre. 

39.6 

27.0 

28.0 

42.8 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

91.5 

98.0 

96.5 

98.0 

Height of plants in inches. 

23.5 

28.0 

26.5 

26.0 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

9.5 

9.9 

10.0 

9.5 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

2.5 

1 .9 

2.0 

1.3 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

50.0 

46.0 

45.3 

46.3 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R.. 

25.0 

25.0 

— 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R.. 

25.0 

— 

— 

— 

1 Feed. 

50.0 

25.0 

50.0 

50.0 

2 Feed. 

— 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 

3 Feed. 

— 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 


Necessary difference—10.5 bushels. 

Table No. 32. Vantage outyielded the other varieties, exceeding Montcalm and 
Moore by differences greater than the necessary difference for the zone. It excelled in 
neck strength, and proved satisfactory in straw strength and bushel weight. 

Hannchen placed second in yield, excelled in bushel weight and ripened somewhat 
earlier than the other varieties. It was short in straw and inferior in neck strength. 

Moore was third in yield. It was low in bushel weight and somewhat weaker than 
Vantage in neck strength. It produced strong straw and ripened earlier than Montcalm 
and Vantage. 

Montcalm was low in yield and failed to show any outstanding characteristics in 
this zone. 


TABLE NO. 33.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 3A AND 3B 
(8 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

50.7 

57.8 

54.4 

53.3 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

91.7 

90.2 

90.5 

89.7 

Height of plants in inches. 

36.1 

41.8 

40.8 

37.5 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

5.1 

7.8 

8.7 

9.4 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

2.2 

1 .8 

1.5 

1.1 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

48.6 

45.6 

44.9 

46.9 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R... 

12.5 

— 

— 

— 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R... 

12.5 

12.5 

— 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R... 

37.5 

25.0 

— 

— 

1 Feed. 

25.0 

12.5 

62.5 

87.5 

2 Feed. 

12.5 

25.0 

— 

12.5 

3 Feed. 

— 

25.0 

37.5 

— 


Necessary difference—4.9 bushels. 
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Table No. 33. Montcalm was high in yield, exceeding Hannchen by a difference 
which was significant. It produced long straw of medium strength, and ripened com¬ 
paratively early. 

Moore ranked second in yield and proved satisfactory in most other characteristics. 
It was somewhat low in bushel weight, however. 

Vantage was third in yield, but ripened early and excelled in strength of straw and 
neck. 

Hannchen outweighed the other varieties in pounds per measured bushel, but was 
inferior in yield, height, straw strength, and neck strength. In addition, it ripened later 
than the other varieties. 


TABLE NO. 34.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE 3C 


(8 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

61.6 

64.2 

58.6 

59.4 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

91.7 

92.0 

92.3 

93.6 

Height of plants in inches. 

31.8 

39.0 

37.6 

37.0 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

7.2 

8.2 

9.1 

9.2 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

1.9 

2.0 

1 .6 

1.7 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

52.5 

48.8 

48.0 

48.6 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R... 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R ,. 

62.5 

37.5 

— ■ 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R. .. 

12.5 

12.5 

— 

— 

1 Feed. 

25.0 

37.5 

87.5 

87.5 

2 Feed. 

— 

— 

12.5 

12.5 

3 Feed. 

— 

12.5 

— 

— 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


Table No. 34. Montcalm led the other varieties in yield, although the differences 
between the varieties in this zone were not significant. Montcalm placed second to 
Hannchen in bushel weight but had less strength of straw and neck than Moore and 
Vantage. It was taller than the other varieties. 

Hannchen excelled in bushel weight and ripened comparatively early. It was 
short and weak in straw, and placed third in neck strength. 

Vantage produced strong straw and gave an average performance in most other 
characteristics. It ripened later than the other varieties. 

Moore was low in bushel weight, but had comparatively strong straw and excelled 
in neck strength. 


TABLE NO. 35.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 3D, 3E AND 3G 


(7 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

50.3 

49.4 

42.6 

48.2 

Days from seeding to ripening. 

. 103.6 

103.6 

104.2 

104.8 

Height of plants in inches. 

26.2 

33.8 

31.8 

30.7 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

8.3 

9.5 

9.2 

9.7 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

1.9 

2.0 

1 .4 

1.1 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

51.3 

44.6 

46.0 

45.4 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R.. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2 C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R.. 

57.1 

28.6 

— — 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R.. 

28.6 

28.6 

— 

— 

1 Feed. 

— 

14.3 

57.1 

57.1 

2 Feed. 

— 

14.3 

28.6 

28.6 

3 Feed. 

14.3 

14.2 

14.3 

14.3 


Necessary difference—5.3 bushels. 


Table No. 35. Hannchen was high in yield, exceeding Moore by a difference which 
was greater than the necessary difference for the zone. It also excelled in bushel weight 
and ripened early. Hannchen was shorter and weaker in straw than the other varieties, 
and failed to equal Moore and Vantage in neck strength. 

Montcalm placed second in yield, ripened early, and exceeded the other varieties 
in height. It had fairly good straw strength. Montcalm was somewhat lower than the 
other varieties in bushel weight and proved inferior in neck strength. 

Vantage placed third in yield and was slightly late in ripening. It excelled in straw 
and neck strength. 

Moore was outyielded significantly by all other varieties. It placed second to 
Hannchen in bushel weight, and proved satisfactory in straw strength and neck strength. 
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TABLE NO. 36.—SUMMARIZED RESULTS FOR ZONE GROUP 4A AND 4B 
(3 satisfactory tests) 



Hannchen 

Montcalm 

Moore 

Vantage 

Yield in bushels per acre. 

53.6 

46.6 

61.6 

55.4 

Days from seeding to ripening.. 

90.5 

91.5 

91.5 

90.0 

Height of plants in inches. 

30.7 

34.7 

34.7 

33.0 

Straw strength (maximum of 10). 

5.2 

8.5 

8.5 

8.0 

Neck strength (1—strong, 2—medium, 3—weak). 

1.7 

1.6 

1.5 

1.5 

Bushel weight in pounds. 

49.7 

45.7 

46.3 

46.3 

Commercial grades in percentage: 1 C.W.2R or 1 C.W.6R.. 

— 

--- 

-- 

— 

2C.W.2R or 2 C.W.6R.. 

33.3 

33.3 

— 

— 

3 C.W.2R or 3 C.W.6R.. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

1 Feed. 

66.7 

33.3 

66.7 

66.7 

2 Feed. 

— 

— 

33.3 

33.3 

3 Feed. 

— 

33.4 

— 

— 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


Table No. 36. Although Moore outyielded the other varieties in this zone by a 
wide margin, it should be noted that the yield differences were not significant. It should 
also be noted that only three satisfactory tests were conducted in the zone group, and 
these may not be representative of the entire area. In addition to its high yield, Moore 
gave a satisfactory performance in other characteristics. 

Vantage and Moore were equal in bushel weight and neck strength. Vantage 
ripened early and gave generally good results. 

Hannchen showed somewhat better bushel weight than the other varieties. It 
ripened earlier than Montcalm and Moore but had comparatively short, weak straw. 
It was slightly inferior in neck strength. 

Montcalm had lower bushel weight than Moore and yielded somewhat less. In 
other characteristics, however, these two varieties were practically equal. 



Sheaves from the variety test of Donald Polvi, Wapella. 
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TABLE NO. 87 


Individual Summarized Results of All Tests—Barley 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 1 


Yield Days Plant Lbs. per 

Cereal Test bus. seeding height meas- Conv 

Variety Sub' Design per to in Straw Neck ured mercial Grading 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation Varieties acre ripening inches Strength Strength bushel Grades R’m’rks 


A. JAMES ULRICH, WOODLEY 

2A. 1 5 B Hannchen.... 26.9 — — — 

Montcalm.. 33.0 — — — 

Moore. 24.3 — — — 

Vantage. 26.3 — — — 

Necessary difference—4.4 bushels. 


50 2 C.W. 2R— 

48 2 C.W.6R — 

47 1 Feed W. S. 

47 1 Feed — 


ADAM WEINRAUCH, TORQUAY 


2 A. 1 6 B Hannchen.. 

Montcalm.. 

Moore. 

Vantage. 

Necessary difference—3.3 bushels. 

28.6 

24.0 

21.7 
24.3 

86 

86 

86 

85 

32 

35 

37 

30 

10.0 

9.8 

9.8 

9.8 

2.3 

2.3 

1.5 

1.0 

54 

49 

49 

50 

1 C.W.2R — 

2 C.W.6R — 

1 Feed — 

1 Feed — 

MURRAY D. 

CLARK, 

CARLYLE 





48.0 

99 

34 

3.3 

3.0 

45 

2 Feed — 

Montcalm.. 

71.4 

99 

40 

8.0 

1.8 

43 

3 Feed — 

Moore. 

55.2 

98 

39 

7.5 

2.0 

40 

3 Feed — 

Vantage. 

Necessary difference—11.7 bushels. 

62.3 

99 

38 

9.5 

1.5 

45 

2 Feed — 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

3A. 1 9 B Marie Guillemin, Forget. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 2 


JAY A. LARSEN, 

RADVILLE 




2 A. 2 1 B Hannchen.. 

58.8 

91 

28 

9 5 

1.3 

53 

1 C.W. 2R— 

Montcalm.. 

69.9 

94 

37 

10.0 

1.5 

52 

1 C.W.6R — 

Moore. 

59.4 

92 

36 

9.5 

1.0 

50 

1 Feed S. 

Vantage. 

56.6 

94 

32 

10.0 

1.0 

50 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







BUDD J. ALDRED, CEYLON 





32.3 

90 

27 

8.0 

2.5 

54 

1 Feed PI., Br. 

Montcalm. 

.43.1 

92 

34 

6.0 

1.5 

49 

1 Feed PI. 

Moore. 

38.0 

91 

33 

8.0 

1.0 

46 

1 Feed — 

Vantage. 

44.6 

90 

28 

8.0 

1.3 

47 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—6.2 bushels. 








JOHNNIE E. McGOWAN, 

LONESOME BUTTE 



1A. 2 5 B Hannchen.. 

53.2 

92 

20 

9.5 

1.0 

54 

3C.W.2RG. 

Montcalm.. 

52.6 

89 

24 

9.0 

2.0 

50 

1 Feed G. 

Moore. 

45 6 

91 

26 

9.0 

2.0 

49 

1 Feed — 

Vantage. 

52.3 

91 

22 

9.0 

2.0 

50 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







ALVIN PETER, WOODROW 





29.9 

— 

22 

8.0 

2.0 

51 

2 C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 

28.2 

— 

23 

8.0 

2.0 

48 

2 C.W.6R — 

Moore. 

24.4 

— 

25 

9.0 

2.0 

46 

1 Feed — 

Vantage. 

30.6 

— 

24 

9.0 

1.0 

46 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—2.4 bushels. 








LEO TARITA, STONEHENGE 




1A. 2 7 B Hannchen.. 

28.9 

— 

— 

— 

— 

50 

2 C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 

33.7 

— 

— 

— 

— 

48 

2 C.W.6R — 

Moore. 

30.2 

— 

— 

— 

— 

46 

1 Feed — 

Vantage. 

32.9 

— 

— 

— 

— 

48 

1 Feed — 

Yields not used in zone summaries. 








CARL LUEBKE, 

DAHINDA 




1A. 2 9 B Hannchen.. 

15.1 

89 

22 

9.0 

2.0 

52 

3C.W.2RG. 

Montcalm.. 

18.5 

87 

24 

9.0 

2.0 

49 

3C.W.6R F., G. 

Moore. 

13.6 

87 

24 

10.0 

2.0 

47 

1 Feed — 

Vantage. 

27.6 

87 

24 

9.0 

2.0 

47 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—4.3 bushels. 








Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, 

Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 
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WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 4 







Yield 

Days 

Plant 



Lbs. per 


Cereal 



Test 


bus. 

seeding 

height 



meas' 

Com' 


Variety 


Sub- 

Desig- 


per 

to 

in 

Straw 

Neck 

ured 

mercial 

Grading 

Zone 

Dist. 

Dist. 

nation 

Varieties 

acre 

ripening 

inches 

strength strength 

bushel 

grades 

R'm’rks 





DANIEL 

EREMENKO, 

MAPLE 

CREEK 





IB. 

4 

2 

B 

Hannchen.. 

12.2 

— 

18 

— 

— 

40 

3 Feed 

_ 





Montcalm.. 

9.7 

— 

25 

— 

— 

35 

3 Feed 

— 





Moore. 

9.1 

— 

25 

— 

— 

34 

3 Feed 

_ 





Vantage. 

7.9 

— 

24 

— 

— 

32 

3 Feed 

_ 

Necessary difference—1.7 bushels. 













ZENE 

J. DOWNEY, 

GULL : 

LAKE 





1A. 

4 

4 

C 

Hannchen.. 

29.0 

— 

— 

8.5 

1 .8 

49 

2C.W.2R 

_ 





Montcalm.. 

40.9 

— 

— 

9.8 

1.3 

45 

2 Feed 

— 





Moore. 

38.8 

— 

— 

9.3 

2.0 

41 

3 Feed 

— 





Vantage. 

39.0 

— 

— 

9.0 

1.8 

44 

2 Feed 

— 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

IB. 4 7 C Melvin C. Roth, Fox Valley. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 5 


VERNON OEHLEREING, GRAVELBOURG 

1A. 5 2 B Hannchen.. 63.7 — 30 4 0 1.0 

Montcalm.. 78.4 — 48 8.0 3.0 

Moore. 79.0 — 44 8.0 2.0 

Vantage. 104.7 — 36 5.0 2.0 

Yields not used in zone summaries. 

STANLEY C. FOWKE, NEVILLE 

1A. 5 3 B Hannchen.. 5.7 100 22 3.0 3.0 

Montcalm.. 5.1 99 29 4.0 3.0 

Moore. 10.8 99 30 4.0 3.0 

Vantage. 13.9 98 27 3.8 3.0 

Badly damaged by grasshoppers. Yields not used in zone summaries. 

GORDON ARNOLD, SHAMROCK 

1A. 5 5 B Hannchen.. — — — — — 

Montcalm.. 23.2 93 48 9.0 1.3 

Moore. 24.8 93 46 9.8 1.0 

Vantage. 32.1 93 43 9.8 1.3 

Hannchen destroyed, other varieties severely damaged by grasshoppers. 

DENIS E. GAGNON, CODERRE 

1A. 5 6 B Hannchen.. 19.1 — — — — 

Montcalm.. 27.0 — — — — 

Moore. 25.0 — — — — 

Vantage. 46.6 — — — — 

Damaged by grasshoppers. Yields not used in zone summaries. 

RUSSELL HALLBORG, HALVORGATE 

1A. 5 9 C Hannchen.. 55.3 — — — — 

Montcalm.. 79.0 — — — — 

Moore. 70.4 — — — — 

Vantage. 66.6 — — — — 

Necessary difference—6.6 bushels. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 6 


EDWARD C. WILD, ODESSA 

2A. 6 2 B Hannchen.. 41.7 92 33 9.0 2.0 51 2C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 30.7 92 31 8.8 2.0 44 2 Feed — 

Moore. 28.8 92 34 9.0 2.0 44 2 Feed — 

Vantage. 36.8 91 32 9.0 2.0 45 2 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 

BEN W. KIRKPATRICK, TRUAX 

2A. 6 4 B Hannchen.. 47.7 91 24 9.3 2.0 53 2C.W.2RW.S. 

Montcalm.. 51.9 90 27 8.5 2.0 49 2C.W.6RW.S. 

Moore. 41.9 90 29 9.3 2.0 49 1 Feed S. 

Vantage. 49.1 90 26 9.3 1.0 49 1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


44 2 Feed — 

46 3 C.W.6R — 

43 2 Feed — 

46 1 Feed — 


53 2 C.W.2R — 

48 2 C.W.6R — 

48 1 Feed — 

47 1 Feed — 


51 1 Feed PI., Br. 

50 1 Feed — 

50 1 Feed — 


53 1 Feed F., G. 

48 1 Feed F., G. 

47 1 Feed — 

50 1 Feed — 


49 2 C.W.2R — 

47 3 C.W.6R — 

45 2 Feed S. 

46 1 Feed — 


48 































Wheat Pool District 6 —Continued 




Yield Days 

Plant 



Lbs. per 

Cereal Test 


bus. seeding 

height 

in 



meaS' 

Com- 

Variety Sub* Desig- 


per to 

Straw 

Neck 

ured 

mercial Grading 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation 

Varieties 

acre ripening 

inches 

Strength Strength bushel 

Grades R’m’rks 


THOMAS G. SPICER, TILNEY 




2E. 6 5 B 

Hannchen.. 

43.6 — 

_ 

_ 

_ 

53 

2 C.W.2R — 


Montcalm.. 

43.9 — 

— 

— 

— 

52 

2 C.W.6R — 


Moore. 

38.2 — 

— 

— 

— 

51 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

48.5 — 

— 

— 

— 

52 

2 Feed — 

Necessary difference—3.5 bushels. 








DONALD G 

. SINCLAIR, FORT QU’APPELLE 



3C. 6 9 B 

Hannchen.. 

62.2 — 

37 

6.8 

2.0 

57 

2 C.W.2R — 


Montcalm.. 

66.9 — 

41 

8.0 

3.0 

52 

2 C.W.6R — 


Moore. 

58.2 — 

42 

9.0 

1.8 

50 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

56.3 — 

40 

10.0 

1.0 

52 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 





WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 7 


EDWARD A. PLEWES, 

, MOOSOMIN 




3B. 7 2 C 

Hannchen.. 

51.2 — 

40 

1.0 

2.0 

48 

3 C.W.2R —- 


Montcalm.. 

67.6 — 

48 

2.0 

3.0 

48 

3 C.W.6R Del. 


Moore. 

53.6 — 

44 

9.3 

2.0 

47 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

57.1 — 

42 

10.0 

1.0 

47 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—8.0 bushels. 








BARBARA J. HEWSON, LANGBANK 




3 A. 7 3 B 

Hannchen.. 

39.0 — 

38 

7.8 

2.5 

48 

3 C.W.6R — 


Montcalm.. 

50.2 — 

47 

9.5 

1.3 

45 

2 Feed — 


Moore. 

41.5 — 

46 

10.0 

1 .0 

43 

3 Feed — 


Vantage. 

42.6 — 

40 

10.0 

1 .0 

46 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 






EDWIN BEAUDIN, MONTMARTRE 




3 A. 7 6 B 

Hannchen.. 

50.0 93 

24 

10.0 

3.0 

49 

2 C.W.2R — 


Montcalm.. 

47.9 91 

30 

9.3 

2.0 

45 

2 Feed — 


Moore. 

52.6 91 

30 

7.8 

1.8 

46 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

51.3 90 

29 

7.8 

1.0 

46 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







DONALD A. POLVI, 

WAPELLA 




3C. 7 8 B 

Hannchen.. 

64.9 94 

30 

8.3 

2.0 

53 

2 C.W.2R—- 


Montcalm.. 

70.3 93 

40 

7.3 

3.0 

51 

3 C.W.6R F. 


Moore. 

68.2 94 

38 

9.0 

3.0 

50 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

66.2 94 

36 

9.3 

3.0 

50 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







HAROLD B. EINARSON, TANTALLON 




3C. 7 9 B 

Hannchen.. 

61.0 — 

37 

4.5 

1.5 

52 

I Feed G. 


Montcalm.. 

71.3 97 

44 

8.8 

2.0 

51 

1 Feed G. 


Moore. 

57.7 97 

37 

9.8 

1 .3 

50 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

62.1 96 

38 

10.0 

1.3 

50 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







GERALDINE A. TOPINKA, ZENETA 




3C. 7 10 B 

Hannchen.. 

49.4 — 

27 

10.0 

2.0 

53 

2C.W.2R Br. 


Montcalm.. 

60.6 — 

36 

8.0 

2.0 

46 

1 Feed F. 


Moore. 

55.7 — 

38 

9.8 

1.0 

46 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

54.6 — 

37 

9.3 

1.0 

46 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 






WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 8 


MALCOLM D. ADAMS, MacNCTT 




3B. 8 1 C 

Hannchen.. 

52.6 — 

_ 

_ 

_ 

52 

2 C.W.2R W. 


Montcalm.. 

82.6 — 

_ 

_ 

_ 

49 

1 Feed W„ G. 


Moore. 

76.0 — 

_ 

_ 

— 

45 

2 Feed — 


Vantage. 

91.1 — 

_ 

_ 

— 

49 

1 Feed — 

Samples incomplete. Yields not used in zone summaries. 






ELIZABETH KELLY, 

SALTCOATS 




3B. 8 2 B 

Hannchen.. 

64.7 — 

_ 

_ 

_ 

48 

1 Feed F. 


Montcalm.. 

68.5 — 

_ 

_ 

_ 

46 

1 Feed F. 


Moore. 

61 .2 — 

— 

_ 

_ 

46 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

60.6 — 

— 

_ 

— 

48 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 
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Wheat Pool District 8 —Continued 


Cereal Test 

Variety Sub- Desig- 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation 

Varieties 

Yield Days 

bus. seeding 
per to 

acre ripening 

Plant 

height 

in 

inches 

Straw Neck 
strength strength 

Lbs. per 
meas¬ 
ured 
bushel 

Com¬ 

mercial 

grades 

Grading 

R’m’rks 



GEORGE E. LAZURKO, 

WILLOWBROOK 





3C. 8 4 

B 

Hannchen.. 

44.6 90 

— 

10.0 

1.0 

54 

2C.W.2R 

— 



Montcalm.. 

50.3 90 

— 

8.0 

1.0 

50 

2C.W.6R 

— 



Moore. 

42.6 89 

— 

9.0 

1.0 

49 

1 Feed 

— 



Vantage. 

45.0 92 

— 

9.3 

1.8 

50 

1 Feed 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









DONALD D. GULUTZAN, CANORA 





3B. 8 6 

c 

Hannchen.. 

41.0 — 

— 

— 

— 

47 

2 Feed 

Del. 



Montcalm.. 

49.6 — 

— 

— 

— 

40 

3 Feed 

— 



Moore. 

41.1 — 

— 

— 

— 

40 

3 Feed 

S. 



Vantage. 

38.2 — 

.=— 

— 

— 

44 

2 Feed 

— 

Necessary difference— 

-3.1 bushels. 










FLORIAN B. NOWAKOWSKI, 

RAMA 





3B. 8 7 

B 

Hannchen.. 

54.7 82 

32 

4.3 

2.0 

53 

1 C.W.2RS.E. 



Montcalm.. 

46.0 80 

35 

8.3 

1.5 

50 

2C.W.6R W.S. 



Moore. 

63.3 80 

36 

7.8 

1.5 

50 

1 Feed 

— 



Vantage. 

56.0 81 

32 

9.0 

1.3 

50 

1 Feed 

— 

Necessary difference— 

-4.8 bushels. 










WILLIAM F. MAKOHONIUK, 

ARRAN 





4A. 8 10 

B 

Hannchen.. 

74.5 — 

32 

1.0 

2.0 

49 

1 Feed 

G. 



Montcalm.. 

69.0 — 

36 

7.0 

2.0 

49 

1 Feed 

G. 



Moore. 

91.8 — 

36 

7.0 

2.0 

48 

1 Feed 

— 



Vantage. 

81.4 — 

36 

6.0 

2.0 

48 

1 Feed 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 









DAVID C. SALMOND, WEEKES 





3F. 8 11 

B 

Hannchen.. 

24.4 — 

— 

— 

— 

32 

3 Feed 

F. 



Montcalm.. 

26.0 — 

— 

— 

— 

28 

3 Feed 

F. 



Moore. 

8.3 — 

— 

— 

— 

26 

3 Feed 

F. 



Vantage. 

20.9 — 

— 

— 

— 

26 

3 Feed 

F. 

Damaged. Yields not i 

used in zone summaries. 









WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 9 


PETER MARSHALL, ITUNA 



77.9 — 

_ 

_ 

_ 

49 

3C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 

69.9 — 

— 

— 

— 

41 

3 Feed — 

Moore. 

67.5 — 

— 

— 

— 

42 

3 Feed S. 

Vantage. 

64.9 — 

— 

— 

— 

44 

2 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







ERIC J. MINTZLER, LIPTON 


2 B Hannchen.. 

43.0 

91 

28 

2.3 

3.0 

48 

1 Feed 

Montcalm.. 

35.3 

93 

34 

8.8 

2.0 

48 

1 Feed 

Moore. 

38.8 

94 

33 

8.5 

2 0 

48 

1 Feed 

Vantage. 

35.5 

95 

34 

8.5 

2.0 

47 

1 Feed 


No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


F.,G. 

PI. 


DONALD K. WAGNER, EARL GREY 


Montcalm.. 

Moore . 

Vantage . 

Necessary difference—4.0 bushels. 

89.7 — 

88.8 — 

80.1 — 

90.5 — 

— 

8.3 

8.5 

8.8 

8.0 

2.0 

1.0 

1.0 

2.0 

54 

51 

49 

50 

2 C.W.2R — 

2 C.W.6R — 

1 Feed — 

1 Feed — 



WILMER L. BARTEL 

i, DRAKE 




2 IS . 9 6 

B 

Hannchen.. 

19.4 117 

24 

7.0 

3.0 

54 

1 Feed PL, Br. 



Montcalm.. 

23.8 118 

26 

10.0 

1.0 

46 

1 Feed F. 



Moore . 

21.8 118 

28 

10.0 

1.0 

48 

1 Feed — 



Vantage . 

19.2 118 

28 

10.0 

1 .0 

46 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield 

difference between varieties. 








KENNETH M. JOHNSON 

, WYNYARD 




2B . 9 8 

B 

Hannchen.. 

31.3 89 

21 

9.3 

1.5 

51 

3 C.W.2R St. 



Montcalm.. 

30.1 90 

25 

9.5 

1.3 

46 

3 C.W.6R — 



Moore . 

30.5 89 

23 

9.5 

1.5 

45 

2 Feed — 



Vantage . 

35.1 89 

20 

10.0 

1.0 

45 

2 Feed — 

No significant grain yield 

difference between varieties. 
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WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 10 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Test 

Sub' Desig- 

Dist. Dist. nation Varieties 

Yield 

bus. 

per 

acre 

Days Plant 
seeding height 

to in Straw Neck 

ripening inches Strength Strength 

Lbs. per 
meas' Com' 

ured mercial Grading 
bushel Grades R'm’rks 

JOHNNY ACKERMAN, CHAMBERLAIN 

2B. 10 1 C Hannchen.. 34.8 — — — 

Montcalm.. 21.4 — — — 

Moore. 21.4 — — — 

Vantage. 26.4 — — — 

Necessary difference—4.8 bushels. 

— 

51 

46 

46 

47 

1 C.W.2R — 

3 C.W.6R — 

1 Feed S. 

1 Feed — 


MORRIS W. 

RAFOSS, CONQUEST 




2B. 

..10 5 B Hannchen.. 

6.1 

5.8 

3.0 

48 

3C.W.2R — 


Montcalm.. 

9.7 

— — 9.0 

2.5 

45 

2 Feed — 


Moore. 

9.6 

— — 8.5 

2.8 

40 

3 Feed — 


Vantage. 

9.3 

— — 7.3 

2.8 

41 

3 Feed — 

Damaged by birds and grasshoppers. Yields not used in zone summaries. 





RUDY J. 

GROSS, RENOWN 




2B. 

..10 8 B Hannchen.. 

31.3 

94 28 9.0 

1.0 

53 

3 C.W.2R PI., Br. 


Montcalm.. 

21.9 

93 30 8.0 

1.0 

52 

1 Feed PI. 


Moore. 

28.8 

93 30 9.0 

1.0 

50 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

31.1 

94 30 9.0 

1.0 

50 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—4.7 bushels. 







ELAINE 

M. PODOLESKI, KENASTON 




2B...... 

..10 9 B Hannchen.. 

34.9 

_ _ _ 

_ 

52 

2 C.W.2R — 


Montcalm.. 

29.9 

— — — 

— 

48 

2 C.W.6R — 


Moore. 

32.2 

— — — 

— 

46 

1 Feed — 


Vantage. 

34.6 

— — — 

— 

46 

1 Feed — 

Yields not used in zone summaries. 








WHEAT POOL 

DISTRICT 11 






CLARE E. 

SONMOR, FORGAN 





2F. 11 2 B 

Hannchen.. 

15.7 

86 

18 

9.8 

2.0 

48 

3 C.W.2R 

— 


Montcalm.. 

16.0 

92 

22 

10.0 

1.8 

45 

2 Feed 

— 


Moore. 

17.4 

92 

20 

10.0 

1.8 

45 

2 Feed 

— 


Vantage. 

17.4 

92 

20 

9.0 

1.3 

44 

2 Feed 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








ALLEN 

W. FOLLENSBEE, GLIDDEN 





IB. 11 3 B 

Hannchen.. 

19.4 

— 

38 

9.0 

1.0 

32 

3 Feed 

— 


Montcalm.. 

25.0 

— 

45 

8.0 

1.5 

33 

3 Feed 

— 


Moore. 

23.6 

— 

42 

7.3 

1.5 

34 

3 Feed 

— 


Vantage. 

32.2 

— 

38 

8.0 

1.0 

36 

3 Feed 

— 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 








ERNEST W. 

ROGERSON, D’ARCY 





2F. 11 6 B 

Hannchen.. 

36.3 

— 

— 

— 

— 

47 

1 Feed 

F. 


Montcalm.. 

10.8 

— 

— 

— 

— 

38 

3 Feed 

— 


Moore. 

12.2 

— 

— 

— 

— 

38 

3 Feed 

S. 


Vantage. 

31.9 

— 

— 

— 

— 

41 

3 Feed 

— 

Necessary difference—10.5 bushels. 










CLARENCE A. 

COLLINS, ROSETOWN 





2F. 11 7 B 

Hannchen.. 

63.0 

97 

29 

9.3 

3.0 

52 

1 Feed 

F. 


Montcalm.. 

37.4 

104 

34 

9.8 

2.0 

49 

1 Feed 

F. 


Moore. 

44.2 

101 

33 

10.0 

2.3 

47 

1 Feed 

— 


Vantage. 

73.4 

104 

32 

10.0 

1.3 

48 

1 Feed 

— 

Necessary difference—7.6 bushels. 










ROY I. NEIL, 

COLEV ILLE 





1A. 11 9 B 

Hannchen.. 

51.3 

_ 

26 

10.0 

3.0 

54 

3C.W.2R F„ G., I 


Montcalm.. 

30.7 

— 

31 

9.5 

2.0 

51 

1 Feed 

pi. 


Moore. 

49.4 

— 

28 

9.3 

2.0 

50 

1 Feed 

— 


Vantage. 

46.3 

— 

28 

9.8 

1.0 

50 

1 Feed 

— 

Necessary difference—8.8 bushels. 









Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, 

Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


1A. 11 1 B 

James R. McDonald, Sanctuary. 
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WHEAT POOL.DISTRICT 12 




Yield 

Days 

Plant 



Lbs. per 

Cereal 

Test 

bus. seeding 

height 



meas- 

Com- 

Variety Sub- Desig- 

per 

to 

in 

Straw 

Neck 

ured 

mercial Grading 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation 

Varieties acre ripening 

inches 

strength strength 

bushel 

grades R’m’rks 



RUDOLPH EGERT, CANDO 




2D. 12 2 

B 

Hannchen.. 42.8 

— 

28 

9.3 

1.5 

50 

2 C.W.2R — 



Montcalm.. 42.8 

— 

34 

9.8 

1.3 

46 

3 C.W.6R — 



Moore. 42.0 

— 

33 

10.0 

1.3 

46 

1 Feed — 



Vantage. 43.6 

— 

31 

9.8 

1.8 

47 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield 

difference between varieties. 









TONY G. KRAFT, ; 

SALVADOR 




2D. 12 5 

B 

Hannchen.. — 

124 

12 

7.0 

2.0 

— 

— — 



Montcalm.. — 

123 

15 

8.0 

2.0 

— 

— — 



Moore. —• 

122 

14 

9.0 

1.0 

— 

— — 



Vantage. — 

123 

14 

8.0 

1.0 

— 

— — 

No samples received. 











CALVIN J. McGONIGLE, WINTER 




3E. 12 7 

B 

Hannchen.. 59.4 

107 

33 

7.8 

1.3 

55 

3 C.W.2R F. 



Montcalm.. 55.8 

101 

37 

9.3 

1.0 

47 

1 Feed F. 



Moore. 53.4 

102 

35 

9.0 

1.0 

48 

1 Feed — 



Vantage. 58.2 

105 

35 

8.8 

1.0 

47 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield 

difference between varieties. 







WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 13 



JOHN RICHERT, 

YOUNG 




211. 13 2 

A 

Hannchen.. 36.2 

— 

28 

9.8 

2.0 

51 

2 C.W.2R — 



Montcalm.. 34.1 

— 

33 

10.0 

2.5 

47 

3 C.W.6R — 



Moore. 31.9 

— 

31 

10.0 

1.5 

47 

1 Feed S. 



Vantage. 31.1 

— 

29 

10.0 

1.5 

47 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield 

difference between varieties. 









WILLIAM PROCYSHEN, BLUCHER 




211. 13 4 

B 

Hannchen.. 43.2 

117 

26 

9.8 

1.0 

52 

1 Feed F„ PI. 



Montcalm.. 38.4 

120 

31 

6.8 

2.0 

48 

1 Feed B., PI. 



Moore. 29.5 

118 

29 

8.0 

2.0 

48 

1 Feed — 



Vantage. 51.2 

119 

33 

8.3 

1.3 

49 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—4.8 bushels. 









GEORGE W. 

TERRY, WARMAN 




21!. 13 5 

c 

Hannchen.. 24.7 

103 

29 

9.8 

1.8 

48 

1 Feed F. 



Montcalm.. 29.6 

103 

35 

8.5 

1.8 

41 

3 Feed F. 



Moore. 26.3 

103 

34 

8.3 

1.5 

40 

3 Feed F. 



Vantage. 24.2 

101 

30 

9.0 

1.0 

39 

3 Feed F. 

No significant grain yield 

difference between varieties. 









ARTHUR G. PETERS 

, ABERDEEN 




3G. 13 8 

B 

Hannchen.. 36.1 

107 

19 

7.0 

3.0 

51 

2C.W.2RSt. 



Montcalm.. 31.8 

110 

24 

9.0 

3.0 

46 

3C.W.6R — 



Moore. 25.5 

111 

23 

8.3 

2.3 

47 

1 Feed — 



Vantage. 34.5 

109 

23 

9.5 

1.5 

47 

1 Feed — 

Necessary difference—4.6 bushels. 







WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 14 


JACK EVANS, LIGHTWOODS 


Montcalm.. 42.0 

Moore. 46.6 

Vantage. 44.0 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 

88 

93 

93 

91 

29 

33 

33 

31 

ft — 

I i it 

54 

50 

48 

48 

2 C.W.2R Del. 
2C.W.6R Del. 

1 Feed — 

1 Feed — 





GORDON L. 

WARNER, BEATTY 




3D. 

14 

8 

B 

Hannchen.. 43.3 

97 

26 

10.0 

1.3 

54 

3 C.W.2R B.P. 





Montcalm.. 37.8 

99 

36 

9.5 

1.5 

51 

2 C.W.6R — 





Moore. 29.9 

97 

35 

9.0 

1.3 

50 

1 Feed — 





Vantage. 43.8 

99 

32 

10.0 

1.0 

48 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 










HOWARD R. MILLIGAN 

, CARROT RIVER 




3F. 

.... 14 

11 

c 

Hannchen.. 30.3 

— 

— 

— 

— 

48 

3 C.W.2R — 





Montcalm.. 27.7 

— 

—: 

— 

— 

43 

2 Feed — 





Moore. 19.8 

— 

— 

— 

— 

43 

2 Feed S. 





Vantage. 22.6 

— 

— 

— 

— 

44 

2 Feed — 

Samples incomplete. Yields not 

used in zone summaries. 







Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, 

, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

3B. 

.... 14 

2 

B 

Evert H. Holmstrom, Clair. 






3B. 

. 14 

5 

B 

Norman Bernier, Perigord. 
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WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 15 


Yield Days Plant Lbs. per 

Cereal Test bus. seeding height meas^ Com- 

Variety Sub' Desig- per to in Straw Neck ured mercial Grading 

Zone Dist. Dist. nation Varieties acre ripening inches Strength Strength bushel Grades R’m’rks 


VAN DAVIES. KILWINNING 


3B. 15 5 B Hannchen.. 56.9 

Montcalm.. 61.5 

Moore. 66.6 

Vantage. 58.1 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 


93 

49 

5.0 

1.0 

51 

3C.W.2R B.P. 

91 

51 

10.0 

1.0 

48 

3 C.W.6R F. 

93 

50 

10.0 

1.0 

47 

1 Feed — 

89 

44 

10.0 

1.0 

49 

1 Feed — 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

3B. 15 9 B Mark J. Cartier, White Star. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 16 


CHARLIE C. SCHILLE, NORTH BATTLEFORD 



48.3 

— 

— 

— 

— 

51 

2 C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 

55.3 

— 

— 

— 

— 

46 

3 C.W.6R — 

Moore. 

49.9 

— 

— 

— 

— 

44 

2 Feed — 

Vantage. 

49.4 

— 

— 

— 

— 

44 

2 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







DONALD J. 

COLLIAR, MEOTA 




3E. 16 4 B Hannchen.. 

62.3 

104 

24 

7.0 

2.8 

57 

2 C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 

79.4 

105 

35 

9.3 

2.8 

52 

2 C.W.6R — 

Moore. 

72.0 

104 

30 

8.8 

1.8 

51 

1 Feed — 

Vantage. 

78.0 

104 

30 

10.0 

1.0 

51 

1 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







JOHN B. TOBIN, PAYNTON 




■*G. 16 5 B Hannchen.. 

55.3 

— 

27 

8.0 

2.0 

41 

3 Feed — 

Montcalm.. 

41.4 

— 

36 

10.0 

1.0 

26 

3 Feed — 

Moore. 

35.3 

— 

34 

10.0 

1.0 

38 

3 Feed — 

Vantage. 

37.6 

— 

28 

10.0 

1.0 

38 

3 Feed — 

Necessary difference—3.7 bushels. 








WAYNE S. B. : 

NIELSEN. 

, LASHBURN 





47.3 

103 

28 

10.0 

1.0 

50 

2 C.W.2R — 

Montcalm.. 

44.2 

103 

35 

10.0 

3.0 

44 

2 Feed — 

Moore. 

32.3 

107 

34 

10.0 

1.0 

44 

2 Feed — 

Vantage. 

35.7 

107 

36 

10.0 

1.0 

43 

2 Feed — 

Necessary difference—8.6 bushels. 








GORDON W. GAMBLE, 

MEDSTEAD 





38.5 

93 

31 

7.5 

1.5 

46 

1 Feed F. 

Montcalm.. 

28.9 

90 

35 

10.0 

1.3 

38 

3 Feed — 

Moore. 

46.5 

90 

35 

10.0 

1.0 

43 

2 Feed — 

Vantage. 

40.7 

89 

32 

10.0 

1.0 

43 

2 Feed — 

No significant grain yield difference between varieties. 







Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, 

Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

4B. 16 10 C Robert Chalifour, Leoville. 





























CROP COMPARISON TESTS 

In 1948 the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool began a series of crop tests in which a com¬ 
parison was made between leading varieties of each of the four main spring crops grown 
in Saskatchewan on a cash-value-per-acre basis. The varieties tested were Thatcher 
wheat, Fortune oats, Montcalm barley and Dakota flax. The tests were distributed 
throughout the eastern, north-eastern and northern cereal variety zones of the province, 
and an attempt was made to determine the relative cash values of the crops when seeded 
under identical conditions. 

As the 1948 project proved successful and a considerable amount of information 
was assembled, it was decided to continue the tests for a period of years in order that 
more conclusive results could be obtained. Thus, crop comparison tests were undertaken 
on a more widespread scale in 1949 and 1950. 

Further valuable data were collected from the 1949 project, but due to the severe 
frosts in August of 1950 the results obtained from tests conducted during that year 
were of little practical value. Because each of the four crops was in a different stage of 
development when the frost occurred, damage within individual tests ranged from light 
to severe. Under these conditions, it was impossible to assess the suitability of each crop 
for use during a more normal year. 

For this reason no attempt was made to summarize the results of the 1950 project 
by zones. The following table shows the results of the individual tests on a yield basis, 
and will be of interest to farmers in the districts where the tests were located. It is 

emphasized, however, that these results should not be used as a guide to future 
operations in view of the unusual conditions under which the tests were con¬ 
ducted. 


DESCRIPTION OF VARIETIES 

Thatcher wheat—(See page 9). 

Fortune oats is a late maturing, large seeded, high yielding variety developed at 
the University of Saskatchewan from the cross Victory X V.R.M.V. The latter strain 
was originated by the United States Department of Agriculture, from the double cross 
(Victoria X Richland) X (Markton X Victory). Fortune is resistant to smut and most 
races of stem rust. It is moderately susceptible to leaf rust. 

Montcalm barley—(See page 40). 

Dakota flax was developed by the United States Department of Agriculture and 
the North Dakota Agricultural Experiment Station from the cross Renew X Bison. It is 
highly resistant to wilt, moderately resistant to rust, and moderately susceptible to 
pasmo. Dakota has blue blossoms, and medium sized brown seeds which produce good 
quality oil. It matures earlier and more uniformly than Royal. 




Helen Kelln of Duval and her variety test. 
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TABLE NO. 38 


Individual Summarized Results of Crop Comparison Tests 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 1 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist. 

Sub- 

Dist. 

Test 

Desig¬ 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

Bushels 

per 

Acre 

Days 

Seeding Plant 

to Height 

Ripening in Inches 

Pounds 

per 

Measured 

Bushel 

Commercial Grading 
Grades Remarks 





ROBERT S. COLLIER, CARIEVALE 




3A. 

1 

1 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 17.8 

104 

39 

60 

Rej. 2 Nor. 

E. 





Fortune. 

... 73.8 

97 

39 

41 

1 Feed 

M. 





Montcalm. 

... 26.4 

104 

37 

50 

2 C.W. 6R 

pi. 





Dakota. 

... 11.8 

121 

25 

56 

1 C.W. 

— 





HARVEY MARCHAND, STORTHOAKS 



3A. 

1 

2 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 13.0 

112 

31 

61 

2 Nor. 

Sh., G. 





Fortune. 

... 43.4 

94 

31 

40 

3 C.W. 

G., M. 





Montcalm. 

... 37.4 

94 

40 

51 

3 C.W. 6R 

G. 





Dakota. 

... 15.0 

126 

23 

55 

1 C.W. 

— 





KENNETH E. SMITH, DOUGLASTON 




3A. 

1 

3 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 8.5 

107 

37 

43 

Feed 

Sh., G., F. 





Fortune. 

... 69.5 

101 

40 

36 

1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 46.5 

92 

37 

40 

3 Feed 

— 





Dakota. 

... 5.4 

143 

24 

48 

3 C.W. 

— 





W. KEITH ROGERS, 

OXBOW 




3A. 

1 

3 

C 

Thatcher. 

... 14.0 

100 

36 

61 

3 Nor. 

G. 





Fortune. 

... 41.2 

100 

50 

42 

2 C.W. 

_ 





Montcalm. 

... 40.7 

97 

42 

53 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 





Dakota. 

... 10.5 

132 

24 

56 

1 C.W. 

— 





JOHN H. LINTON, BROWNING 




3A. 

1 

4 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 22.9 

— 

— 

57 

No. 5 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

... 76.2 

— 

— 

39 

2 C.W. 

— 





Montcalm. 

... 40.1 

— 

— 

43 

2 Feed 

F. 





Dakota. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Dakota destroyed by frost. 












FRANKLIN E. FRIJOUF 

, MACOUN 




2A. 

1 

6 

c 

Thatcher. 

... 30.5 

— 

— 

58 

4 Nor. 

F. 





Fortune. 

... 91.8 

— 

— 

38 

3 C.W. 

G. 





Montcalm. 

... 39.5 

— 

— 

49 

1 Feed 

PI., Br. 





Dakota. 

... 11.4 

— 

— 

55 

1 C.W. 

— 





JAMES S. FORSYTHE, 

COLGATE 




2A. 

1 

7 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 27.9 

100 

36 

62 

2 Nor. 

I., G. 





Fortune. 

... 80.4 

95 

36 

38 

3 C.W. 

G. 





Montcalm. 

... 64.2 

86 

36 

51 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 





Dakota. 

... 16.1 

105 

23 

52 

1 C.W. 

— 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

3A. 1 10 C Ronald G. E. Everard, Wauchope. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 6 


2E. 

... 6 

6 

B 

WESLEY F. NUTTALL 

Thatcher. 25.0 103 

Fortune. 67.7 96 

Montcalm. 62.4 96 

Dakota. 12.3 103 

, PENSE 

33 

32 

39 

15 

62 

39 

51 

54 

No. 5 

3 C.W. 

2 C.W. 6R 

1 C.W. 

F. , G. 

G. 





JAMES 

BEATTY 

, JR., 

ADAMS 




2E. 

... 6 

7 

B 

Thatcher. 

18.8 

98 

28 

63 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

45.6 

91 

31 

40 

1 Feed 

G. 





Montcalm. 

26.6 

91 

31 

52 

3 C.W. 6R 

G. 





Dakota. 

2.8 

98 

15 

52 

1 C.W. 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by grasshoppers. 











GLEN NORTON, 

BALCARRES 




3C. 

... 6 

9 

c 

Thatcher. 

.33.2 

— 

— 

65 

4 Nor. 

F„ G. 





Fortune. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 





Montcalm. 

51.2 

— 

— 

52 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 





Dakota. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 


Samples incomplete. 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 
2E. 6 1 A Leo J. O’Byrne, Lewvan. 
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WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 7 






Yield 

Days 


Pounds 



Cereal 


Test 


Bushels 

Seeding 

Plant 

per 



Variety 

Sub' 

Design 


per 

to 

Height Measured 

Commercial 

Grading 

Zone Dist. 

Dist. 

nation 

Varieties 

Acre 

Ripening 

in Inches 

Bushel 

Grades 

Remarks 




KENNETH 

A. McCANNEL, 

DOONSIDE 




3A. 7 

1 

B 

Thatcher. 

18.8 

94 

33 

64 

2 Nor. 

G., I. 




Fortune. 

...51.0 

95 

42 

40 

3 C.W. 

M. 




Montcalm. 

35.3 

90 

35 

51 

3 C.W. 6R 

M. 




Dakota. 

13.1 

117 

26 

54 

2 C.W. 

G. 




L. MELVIN PEARSON, 

KIPLING 




3A. 7 

4 

B 

Thatcher. 

32.0 

111 

43 

58 

4 Nor. 

Sh., G., F- 




Fortune. 

40.1 

99 

52 

38 

1 Feed 

G. 




Montcalm. 

69.4 

96 

54 

48 

3 C.W. 6R 

F. 




Dakota. 

— 

—. 

30 


—. 


Dakota badly damaged by birds and frost. 










R. GRANT McCarthy, 

CORNING 




3A. 7 

5 

B 

Thatcher. 

11.0 

104 

39 

49 

Feed 

Sh., G., F. 




Fortune. 

39.8 

98 

44 

32 

2 Feed 

F. 




Montcalm. 

36.5 

92 

42 

46 

1 Feed 

F. 




Dakota. 

8.3 

— 

27 

52 

2 C.W. 

Dg. 




R. JAMES HOOD 

, JR., WOLSELEY 




3A. 7 

7 

B 

Thatcher. 

48.4 

103 

45 

66 

2 Nor. 

I. 




Fortune. 

82.8 

93 

45 

41 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 




Montcalm. 

69.5 

97 

47 

53 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 




Dakota. 

4.4 

109 

26 

55 

1 C.W. 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by birds. 










F. ROSS 

GOODMAN, ROCANVILLE 




3B. 7 

8 

C 

Thatcher. 

24.6 

104 

36 

61 

No. 5 

V. G. 




Fortune. 

59.7 

102 

46 

34 

1 Feed 

G. 




Montcalm. 

33.4 

103 

40 

51 

3 C.W. 6R 

B.P. 




Dakota. 

8.6 

119 

16 

53 

1 C.W. 

— 

Samples incomplete. Test damaged by wind and hail. 









LAWRENCE KULOVANY, ESTERHAZY 




3C. 7 

10 

C 

Thatcher. 

31.7 

119 

38 

58 

No. 5 

F., G. 




Fortune. 

83.6 

104 

42 

43 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G., M. 




Montcalm. 

52.4 

104 

40 

50 

3 C.W. 6R 

St. 




Dakota. 

11.2 

131 

26 

53 

1 C.W. 

— 




LEROY WENDELL, NEUDORF 




3C. 7 

11 

B 

Thatcher. 

48.1 

100 

31 

62 

4 Nor. 

F., G. 




Fortune. 

82.3 

99 

35 

43 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 




Montcalm. 

72.5 

100 

36 

50 

3 C.W. 6R 

G. 




Dakota. 

3.0 

114 

15 

47 

3 C.W. 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by frost. 







Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 


3A. 7 

6 

C 

Allan J. Tholl, Peebles. 






WHEAT POOL DISTRICT S 


GORDON RATHGEBER, SALTCOATS 


3B. 8 1 D Thatcher. 

. 28.1 

101 

47 

62 

2 Nor. 

I., G. 

Fortune. 

. 65.3 

94 

52 

40 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 

Montcalm. 

. 69.4 

88 

48 

52 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 

Dakota. 

— 

— 

20 

— 

— 

—. 

Dakota badly damaged by frost. 







MAURICE A. GIBLER, SALTCOATS 




3B. 8 2 C Thatcher. 

. 10.6 

124 

36 

53 

Feed 

F. 

Fortune. 

. 50.4 

116 

51 

40 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 

Montcalm. 

. 60.4 

115 

38 

49 

1 Feed 

F. 

Dakota. 

— 

— 

29 

— 

— 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by frost. Thatcher damaged by livestock. 





ROBERT E. AUCKLAND, 

CANA 




3C. 8 3 C Thatcher. 

. 21.3 

— 

34 

57 

No. 5 

G., F. 

Fortune. 

. 41.1 

— 

34 

36 

1 Feed 

G. 

Montcalm. 

. 47.9 

— 

34 

48 

1 Feed 

F., PI. 

Dakota. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by frost. 







GRAHAM 

AND WARREN HALL 

, ORCADIA 




3C. 8 4 C Thatcher. 

. 30.0 

— 

— 

60 

4 Nor. 

F. f G. 

Fortune. 

. 60.7 

— 

— 

37 

3 C.W. 

M. 

Montcalm. 

. 26.6 

— 

— 

48 

2 C.W. 6R 

PI. 

Dakota. 

. 13.2 

— 

— 

56 

1 C.W. 

— 


56 



























































Wheat Pool District 8 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist. 

Sutv 

Dist. 

Test 

Design 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

Bushels 

per 

Acre 

Days 

Seeding 

to 

Ripening 

Plant 
Height 
in Inches 

Pounds 

per 

Measured 

Bushel 

Commercial Grading 
Grades Remarks 





L. BARRY DIXON, KAMSACK 




3B. 

8 

5 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 18.8 

126 

32 

58 

No. 6 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

... 42.9 

106 

32 

34 

1 Feed 

G. 





Montcalm. 

... 38.6 

112 

40 

46 

1 Feed 

F. 





Dakota. 

... 7.0 

139 

17 

51 

3 C.W. 

Dg. 





HENRY W. WASYLYSHYN, 

GORLITZ 



3C. 

8 

6 

D 

Thatcher. 

... 36.9 

98 

29 

60 

4 Nor. 

G., F. 





Fortune. 

... 56.5 

99 

36 

32 

2 Feed 

G„ M. 





Montcalm. 

... 60.2 

96 

30 

46 

3 C.W. 6R 

G. 





Dakota. 

... 12.2 

102 

20 

55 

2 C.W. 

G. 





HARRY J. YAREMCHUK, HINCHLIFFE 



4A. 

8 

8 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 22.7 

— 

— 

58 

No. 5 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

... 50.7 

— 

— 

41 

3 C.W. 

M. 





Montcalm. 

... 35.4 

— 

— 

47 

3 C.W. 6R 

— 





Dakota. 

... 3.3 

— 

— 

52 

2 C.W. 

Dg. 


3B. 

Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

...8 9 B Marvin Johnson, Norquay. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 9 


3C. 9 

1 

C 

HAROLD TKATCH, JASMIN 

Thatcher. 25.3 116 30 

Fortune. 38.3 110 35 

Montcalm. 24.3 116 37 

Dakota. 6.2 117 27 

62 

42 

47 

54 

No. 6 

1 Feed 

1 Feed 

1 C.W. 

F., G. 

F. 

F., PI. 





LORNE YANO, LEROSS 





3C. 9 

3 

c 

Thatcher. 

.... 26.7 

115 

37 

51 

Feed 

Sh., G., 

F. 




Fortune. 

.... 77.7 

99 

45 

40 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

.... 48.7 

99 

37 

42 

3 Feed 

— 





Dakota. 

.... 9.3 

115 

23 

50 

2 C.W. 

Dg. 





R. 

HELEN KELLN, DUVAL 





2B. 9 

5 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 33.6 

106 

40 

64 

1 Nor. 

— 





Fortune. 

.... 78.9 

94 

43 

40 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 





Montcalm. 

.... 64.7 

94 

42 

50 

3 C.W. 6R 

G. 





Dakota. 

.... 4.9 

106 

26 

55 

1 C.W. 

— 


Damaged by livestock. 













ARTHUR H. SIEMENS, DRAKE 





2B. 9 

6 

C 

Thatcher. 

... 35.3 

124 

37 

55 

No. 5 

Sh., G. 





Fortune. 

... 95.8 

124 

39 

38 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 59.3 

114 

35 

46 

1 Feed 

PI., F. 





Dakota. 

.... 8.3 

130 

15 

52 

3 C.W. 

Dg. 





REINHOLD R. WODTKE, PUNNICHY 




3C. 9 

7 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 28.1 

103 

36 

56 

No. 6 

F. 





Fortune. 

... 46.7 

99 

34 

40 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 43.7 

96 

34 

49 

1 Feed 

F. 





Dakota. 


115 

23 

— 

— 

— 


Dakota badly damaged 

by frost. 











THOMAS COOPER, WEST BEND 





3C. 9 

9 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 25.3 

112 

32 

63 

No. 6 

D., G., 

F. 




Fortune. 

... 48.8 

108 

32 

42 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 39.7 

110 

31 

48 

3 C.W. 6R 

F. 





Dakota. 

... 4.2 

142 

20 

52 

2 C.W. 

Dg. 





HAROLD E. TAYLOR, ELFROS 





3C. 9 

10 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 26.3 

— 

— 

59 

Feed 

F. 





Fortune. 

... 47.3 

— 

— 

41 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 42.7 

— 

— 

50 

1 Feed 

F. 





Dakota. 

4.9 

— 

— 

46 

4 C.W. 

F. 


Yields not used in zone summaries. 









WHEAT POOL DISTRICT lO 






EARLE 

B. SOMERVILLE, MILDEN 




2B. 

... 10 

4 

B 

Thatcher. 

.. 18.5 

— 23 

60 

No. 5 

cn 

a* 

O 

T 





Fortune. 

. 48.2 

— 25 

42 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

.. 38.3 

— 28 

47 

3 C.W. 6R 

F. 





Dakota. 

8.4 

14 

54 

1 C.W. 

— 


57 



























































Wheat Pool District 10 —Continued 






Yield 

Days 


Pounds 



Cereal 


Test 


Bushels 

Seeding 

Plant 

per 



Variety 

Sub- 

Desig' 


per 

to 

Height 

Measured 

Commercial 

Grading 

Zone 

Dist. Dist. 

nation 

Varieties 

Acre 

Ripening 

in Inches 

Bushel 

Grades 

Remarks 




ROBERT 

G. BRISTOW, STRONGFIELD 



2B. 

. 10 6 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 9.7 

108 

22 

63 

4 Nor. 

F. 




Fortune. 

... 17.2 

106 

24 

40 

2 C.W. 

— 




Montcalm. 

... 13.1 

108 

29 

48 

4 C.W. 6R 

PI. 




Dakota. 

... 5.2 

109 

19 

54 

1 C.W. 

— 




PETER FORDEN, FARRERDALE 




2B. 

. 10 9 

C 

Thatcher. 

... 20.9 

94 

26 

64 

1 Nor. 

— 




Fortune. 

... 33.8 

88 

20 

41 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 




Montcalm. 

... 34.5 

92 

25 

51 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 




Dakota. 

... 8.8 

121 

16 

55 

1 C.W. 

— 


1A. 

2B. 

Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

.... 10 2 B Albert G. Hunter, Riverhurst. 

... 10 10 D Russell Adair, Harris. 

WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 11 

2F. 

Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

... 11 8 C Bruce L. Ramsey, Herschel. 

WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 12 


ALFRED G. KAPPEL, LEIPZIG 

2D. 12 3 B Thatcher. — — — 

Fortune. — — — 

Montcalm. — — — 

Dakota. — — — 

Yields discarded due to damage. 


EDWIN L. STEWART, BALDWINTON 


3E. 

... 12 

8 

c 

Thatcher. 

Fortune. 

Montcalm. 

Dakota. 

... 48.6 
... 74.3 
... 70.7 
... 12.0 

112 

108 

105 

132 

33 

37 

44 

24 

58 

37 

48 

48 

4 Nor. 

2 Feed 

2 C.W. 6R 

3 C.W. 

Spr. 

G., M. 





WILLIAM E. NELSON, 

PRONGUA 




3G. 

... 12 

10 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 30.7 

108 

34 

65 

3 Nor. 

I.. F. 





Fortune. 

54.6 

101 

36 

40 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 33.0 

102 

38 

52 

4 C.W. 6R 

PI., Br. 





Dakota. 

... 9.2 

108 

24 

54 

1 C.W. 

— 


2D. 

Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

... : 12 1 B Glen A. McLeod, Biggar. 



WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 13 



MERVYN J. PAPROSKI, LANIGAN 


3C. 

... 13 1 C 

Thatcher. 

Fortune. 

Montcalm. 

Dakota. 

... 34.8 — 

.... 55.3 — 

... 47.7 — 

.... 10.2 — 

11 11 

63 

41 

48 

55 

4 Nor. 

2 C.W. 

1 Feed 

1 C.W. 

F., G. 

PL 



E. GERALD BEAVERS, WATROUS 




2B. 

... 13 2 B 

Thatcher. 

— — 

— 

— 

— 

— 



Fortune. 

— — 

— 

— 

— 

— 



Montcalm. 

... 62.3 — 

32 

49 

4 C.W. 6R 

PI. 



Dakota. 

... 6.4 — 

17 

54 

1 C.W. 

— 

Thatcher and Fortune destroyed. 








ALPHONSE SCHLOSSER, 

BREMEN 




3C. 

13 9 C 

Thatcher. 

... 12.0 — 

— 

42 

Feed 

Sh., G. 



Fortune. 

... 49.5 — 

—- 

35 

1 Feed 

F. 



Montcalm. 

... 32.6 — 

— 

40 

3 Feed 

F. 



Dakota. 

— — 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Dakota destroyed by frost. 









ALVIN J. 

HESSDORFER, ST. 

. BENEDICT 




3C. 

... 13 10 B 

Thatcher. 

... 18.9 111 

25 

62 

3 Nor. 

F. 



Fortune. 

... 36.3 103 

25 

42 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 



Montcalm. 

... 30.8 111 

24 

51 

4 C.W. 6R 

PI. 



Dakota. 

... 9.6 119 

17 

54 

1 C.W. 

— 


63 No. 5 F., G. 

34 1 Feed F. 

40 3 Feed — 

44 4 C.W. — 


58 























































Wheat Pool District 13 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist. 

Sub- 

Dist. 

Test 

Design 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

Bushels 

per 

Acre 

Days 

Seeding 

to 

Ripening 

Plant 
Height 
in Inches 

Pounds 

per 

Measured 

Bushel 

Commercial 

Grades 

Grading 

Remarks 





FLORIAN L. MAMER, LAKE LENORE 



3B. 

13 

11 

B 

Thatcher. 

.. 22.5 

105 

29 

61 

No. 5 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

.. 50.3 

103 

34 

42 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

.. 31.2 

106 

30 

46 

1 Feed 

F. 





Dakota. 

6.2 

113 

20 

52 

1 C.W. 

— 


2B. 

Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

13 3 C Gary W. Freeden, Dundurn. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 14 


KEITH A. PARKER, NAICAM 


3B. 14 3 B Thatcher. 

Fortune. 

Montcalm. 

Dakota. 

Samples incomplete. Yields discarded. 


1 1 1 1, 

30 

30 

28 

18 

63 

38 

48 

4 Nor. 

1 Feed 

3 C.W. 6R 

F. , G. 

G. 

B.P. 

CLARENCE E. 

4 A. 14 7 B Thatcher. 29.3 

BEECHING, 

117 

STEEN 

65 

2 Nor. 

Bl. 

Fortune. 

... 54.5 

104 

— 

41 

2 C.W. 

— 

Montcalm. 

... 31.6 

104 

— 

49 

3 C.W. 6R 

B.P. 

Dakota. 

... 6.9 

136 

— 

56 

1 C.W. 

— 


Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

4A. 14 1 B Alfred Weinhandl, Lintlaw. 

3B. 14 4 D Leonard T. Sigfrid, Nora. 

4A. 14 5 C Bernard A. Renneberg, Kinloch. 

4A. 14_6_B Mac Chimko, Chelan. 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 15 


EDWARD TADEI, ROSTHERN 


3G. 15 4 

B 

Thatcher. 

.. 11.0 

105 

28 

63 

No. 5 

F., G. 



Fortune. 

9.5 

92 

32 

37 

1 Feed 

G. 



Montcalm. 

.. 16.3 

91 

28 

48 

1 Feed 

F„ PI. 



Dakota. 

— 

125 

18 

— 

— 

— 


Dakota destroyed by frost. 


LAWRENCE P. SMITH, SHELL LAKE 


15 

6 

B Thatcher. 

... 26.5 

_' 

_ 

49 

Feed 

Sh., G. 



Fortune. 

... 79.5 

— 

— 

39 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 



Montcalm. 

... 50.6 

— 

— 

47 

1 Feed 

F„ G. 



Dakota. 

... 5.8 

— 

— 

48 

3 C.W. 

Dg. 


IRVIN W. JUNG, MONT NEBO 


4B. 

... 15 

7 

B Thatcher. 

... 53.7 

105 

28 

63 

2 Nor. 

G. 




Fortune. 

... 108.5 

102 

30 

43 

2 C.W. 

— 




Montcalm. 

... 77.1 

103 

29 

53 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 




Dakota. 

... 15.0 

120 

14 

53 

1 C.W. 

— 


WHEAT POOL DISTRICT 16 


KENNETH W. ZALESCHUK, MAYMONT 


3G. 16 I 

Dakota destroyed. 

B 

Thatcher. 

Fortune. 

Montcalm. 

Dakota. 

... 31.3 
... 73.0 
... 70.6 

104 

101 

98 

42 

36 

48 

63 

41 

49 

No. 5 

Ex. 1 Feed 

3 C.W. 6R 

F„ G. 

F. 

G. 




GEORGE M. SYMCHYCH, 

HAFFORD 



3B. 

... 16 2 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 15.8 

102 

12 

53 

No. 5 

— 




Fortune. 

... 30.3 

100 

8 

37 

1 Feed 

— 




Montcalm. 

... 22.7 

107 

8 

47 

1 Feed 

— 




Dakota. 

— 

119 

5 

— 

— 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by frost. 










LIONEL BLANCHETTE. JACKFISH LAKE 



3E. 

... 16 4 

c 

Thatcher. 

... 11.9 

_ 

— 

55 

No. 5 

Sh.. F. 




Fortune. 

... 34.4 

_ 

— 

39 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 




Montcalm. 

... 11.3 

— 

— 

46 

1 Feed 

F., PI. 




Dakota. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Dakota badly damaged by frost. 










KENNETH W. WESSON. MAIDSTONE 



3E. 

... 16 5 

c 

Thatcher. 

... 46.2 

113 

36 

64 

3 Nor. 

F. 




Fortune. 

... 86.0 

106 

39 

41 

Ex. 3 C.W. 

G. 




Montcalm. 

... 53.7 

101 

36 

49 

2 C.W. 6R 

— 




Dakota. 

... 14.3 

128 

28 

52 

1 C.W. 

— 


59 




























































Wheat Pool District 16 —Continued 


Cereal 

Variety 

Zone 

Dist. 

Sub' 

Dist. 

Test 

Design 

nation 

Varieties 

Yield 

Bushels 

per 

Acre 

Days 

Seeding 

to 

Ripening 

Plant 
Height 
in Inches 

Pounds 

per 

Measured 

Bushel 

Commercial Grading 
Grades Remarks 





WALTER ILNESKY, RANGER 




4B. 

.. 16 

10 

D 

Thatcher. 

... 31.3 

103 

36 

57 

No. 6 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

... 86.4 

101 

42 

39 

1 Feed 

G. 





Montcalm. 

... 57.9 

98 

44 

48 

3 C.W. 6R 

G. 





Dakota. 

... 9.4 

103 

26 

50 

2 C.W. 

Dg. 





RONALD M. PETHICK, MAYFAIR 




3G. 

.. 16 

10 

E 

Thatcher. 

... 12.5 

103 

23 

58 

No. 6 

Sh., G., F. 





Fortune. 

... 40.7 

106 

23 

39 

Ex. 1 Feed 

F. 





Montcalm. 

... 24.6 

104 

28 

43 

2 Feed 

— 





Dakota. 

... 6.4 

126 

16 

51 

1 C.W. 

— 





ROY B. OLLIS, 

, NORTH MAKWA 




3H. 

.. 16 

11 

B 

Thatcher. 

... 27.9 

115 

32 

63 

No. 5 

F., G. 





Fortune. 

... 27.9 

120 

33 

33 

2 Feed 

— 





Montcalm. 

9.1 

122 

34 

36 

3 Feed 

— 





Dakota. 

— 

— 

— 

—. 

— 

— 

Dakota destroyed by frost. 









Tests Discarded on Account of Damage by Drought, Pests, Frost, or Other Causes 

3G. 

.. 16 

3 

B 

Jack Bouma, North Battleford. 





3E. 

16 

7 

B 

Benny Leer, Butte St. Pierre. 





4B. 

.. 16 

9 

C 

Arnold Epp and Roy L. Johnson, Fairholme. 





60 





















CONCLUSIONS 

Severe frosts during August of 1950 resulted in a disappointing conclusion to one 
of the most promising crop seasons in the history of Saskatchewan. The spring was 
late but moisture reserves in most areas were adequate at seeding time. With ample 
rainfall and favorable conditions during the growing period crops grew tall and rank. 
Cool weather and continued rainfall during July and August retarded maturity, however, 
and much of the cereal grain crop was still in the early filling stage when the frosts 
occurred. As a result, heavy damage in yields and grades was sustained. 

Variety tests were badly frozen in most cases. Generally, the wheat and barley 
projects were sufficiently advanced to provide adequate and accurate yield data, but the 
value of the crop comparison project was seriously reduced. On the brighter side, how¬ 
ever, only a small number of tests were destroyed by drought, grasshoppers, sawflies 
and other hazards which usually accompany a dry season. The results of the wheat test 
in 1950 illustrated the continuing supremacy of Thatcher as the best variety for general 
use under Saskatchewan conditions. Rescue and Redman have definite limitations, but 
both are useful in some zones of the province. Lee, one of the newer varieties, requires 
further large-scale testing, but is not likely to supersede Thatcher in most districts. 

Moore barley, a new variety originated in the United States, gave a variable per¬ 
formance in tests carried out during 1950. It should be tested further against established 
varieties such as Vantage and Montcalm. Vantage, although relatively new, has already 
been recommended for a large portion of Saskatchewan. It gave excellent results in the 
1950 tests. 

Generally, the results of the crop comparison tests were disappointing. It is planned, 
however, to continue this project during the coming year. If successful, this will provide 
information to supplement the results obtained during 1948 and 1949. 

This concludes the report of the 16th annual variety testing program conducted 
by the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool. As in past years, the widespread distribution of tests 
throughout the entire grain growing area of the province was one of the main features 
contributing to its success. This distribution is made possible by the Junior Co-operators 
on more than 300 farms in Saskatchewan, who willingly offer their services to assist the 
variety testing activities of the organization. Through their efforts these young people 
are rendering an important service to agriculture—a service which could not be provided 
from any other source. 
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